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Lord Biſhop of Litchfeld and 


a) 


A SECOND 


LETTER 
| To the Right Reverend 


RIchARD Lord Biſhop of 
TLuchſieid and Cinemry. 


My LoR D, 


ID not expect that the Four- 
peany Letter 1 preſumed to 
= ind your Lordſhip, would 
have produced a Halt Crown 
Book in your Vindication, 
ſeeing the Matters therein con- 
: — 9 taincd could not, in my Opini- 
on, naturally afford Subject for ſo large a Volume. 


But as every Author hath a Liberty to write 
as he pleaſes, ſo I ſhall not take upon me to de- 
termine how pertinent or how impertinent a 
great part of his Performance is to the preſent 
Controverſy. 
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I am, however, called upon to defend a Let- 
tet I did my elit the Honour to fend your Lord- 


ſhip, in which I cannot avoid troubling you with 


a Second, and muſt beg Leave to attempt to 


rectity tome Niſtakes the Gentleman, who has 


taken upon him your Vindication, has been li- 
able to, and particularly to antwer to the Matters 
he has objected to in my Letter, 


I have, with a pretty deal of Exactneſs, com- 
pared the Quotations I brought from your Vin- 


dication of the Miracles of our Saviour, which 


gave birth to this Controverſy, and I cannot 
find that I have either wilfully or ignorantly miſ- 
repreſented your Lordſhip, as charged by your 


Vindicator; and indeed, notwithſtanding he has 


by a Multitude of Words endcavoured to diſ- 
guiſe or palliate thoſe Scntences oft your Lord- 


ſhip's, relative to the ers, yet he makes it 


rather more plain, and terves as an Evidence for 
me, that his Charge of my miſrepreſenting you 
is without Foundation. 5 


It may not be improper to produce the ſeveral 

Places in my Letter, which relate to your Lord- 
ſhip, and compare with your Vindicator, by 
which you will have the State of the Caſe betore 
you. 


The firit which occurs is in Page 4, where I 
ſay thus; © Bur to diſmiſs this, your Lordſhip 
« is pleaicd to ſuggeſt, that George Fox, and other 
« Heads of the Vaters, borrowed their myſti- 
cal Scheme from David George and Henry M- 
« cholas, the Heads of the Famliſts. 


Again, Page 5. © Both whoſe Schemes i. e. 
the Familiſts and Quakers your Lordſhip 
5 7 concludes 
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2 
« concludes, were, in many Reſpects, the very 
« fame with thoſe which have been lately vamped 


up by Mr. Wo9hlo;z, namely, they allegorized 


«© away the Letter of the New Teitament, by 
oppoſing, or at leaſt preterring a ſpiritual or 
inward CHRIST to a literal, hiſtorical, or 
outward |Esus, and that in all the Circum- 
e ftances of his Birth, Lite, Death, Reſurrecti- 
on, and Aſccniion, bout the Letter of which 


they wrought, with Contempt.” | Page $.] 


And again; © You are pleaſed, indeed, not to 
« condemn them as Dz:/7s, but in allegorical 
« Diſguiſe; that is, your Lordſhip, under an 
allegorical Diſguiſe, would condemn them tor 
Deijts ; What elſe can your Lordſhip mean in 
« Page 572? Where you fav, the Yrakers have 
« been ſo tar delud-d, as to loſe the Beligf of a 
real external [esvus, by the Cunisry with- 
in them; and the literal Reſurrection of the 
tormer, by the ſpiritual and moral one of the 
latter. | id. | Ag un, © And if the myiti- 
cal Scheme of the ers be the fame with his 
" (5 e. Mr. Hoolſtauis] it is a Wonder your 
Lordſhip did not pronounce on them the tans 
Sentence. 


cc 


Lay 


cc 


4} 
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Theſe are the Pafſiges in my Letter, in which 
your Vindicator complains, that 1 have gro 
miſrepreſented your Lordthip's Charge on the 


_ Puazers, whereas it will appear, by a Compari- 


fon with your Vindicator, that there is no mate- 
rial Difference, What 1s evidently deducible 
from what I have here laid betore your Lordſhip 
are theſc. 5 


Firſt, That you ſuggeſt (though indeed you 
have exprelly affirmed) that Gcorge Fox, d 
ether Heads of the Quakers, vorrowed their Scheme 

B 2 from 


4 A Second LETTER to the 


from David George and Henry Nicholas; Se- 
condly, That both whoſe Schemes were in many 
Reſpe ds, the very ſame with thofe which have been 


lately vamped by Mr. Woolſton; and to make it 


clear, you Inſtance in what, namely, by allego- 
rizing away the Letter of the New Teſtament, and 
particularly Y oppo/ing, or at leaft preferring a 
ſpiritual or inward CHRIS, to à literal, hiſto- 
rical, aud outward [ESUS; and that they did 
ſo, in all the Circumſtances of his Birth, Life, 
Death, Reſurrection, aud Aſcenſion, about the Let» 
ter of wh:ch they wrote with Contempt + Thirdly, 
that zhey (the Quer) have becn ſo far deluded 
as to loſe the Hel et of a real external IESUus, by 
the CHRIST within them, and the literal Reſur— 
re lion of the former, by the ſpiritual and inoralt 
one of the latter. 


And here it is ncceffary to obſerve, that not- 
withſtanding your Vindicator labours to ſhew, 
that vour Lordthip only extended the Character 
ot De ſiu to the Heads and Leaders, * and not 


to the Body of commenNugkers; yet, it I am not 


miſtaken, their Cale is blended together by your 


Lordſhip, and not by the Letter Writer, for you 


{iy the Quakers hve been /0 far deluded as to loſe. 


the Relief of a rea! external IR SUS, Ec. where there 


is no manner ol Diſtinction made between the Q- 


ke 's ind their Leaders, but taken under that general 
Denomination, peculiar to that Body of Chriſtrans, 


And however your Lordſhip might intend what 


you faid iu your Preface, to he explanatory of 
this Patſage in Page 572, not one Reader in a 
thouſan would ever imagine, you deſigned any 


other than a general Charge on that Socicty. 


The Conduct of your Vindicator in this Point, 


See Vindication, Page 6, 


is 
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is rather an Inducement to this Opinion; for not- 
withſtanding he has aſſerted, + that, the Body 
of the preſent Quakers are far from being charged 
with Deiſm by your Lordſhip, yet he has at- 
tempted, with as much Force as he ſeems ca- 
pable, to prove this Charge which he atferted 
your Lordſhip did not make on them; which 
may appcar, „hen I come to contider Pages go, 
91, on the publick Confeſſion of Faith I pro- 
duccd in my former Letter, 


Having premiſed theſe, I paſs on to your 
Vindicator, who, in Page 5, recapitulates your 
Charge in theſe Words; The Charge therefore on 
the Founders and Leaders of the Quakers is this; 
Firſt, that they have loſt the Belief of a real exter- 
mal x SuS, ly a Css r within them; that 

is, they have either de ogated from the Truth of the 
Fades relating to JEsUs CAHRIST, or denied the 
NMeceſſity of the Belief of thoſe Fats; that they 

have not ouly indulged allezorical Interpretations to 
à great Exceſi, hit have allegorized away the Let- 

ter of the New Teſtament. Secondly, That they did 
6 by oppo/ing, or at leaſt preferring an iuward 
CRH RTS r to an oitward one; and, that not only 
in general, but in the ſeveral C cumſtauces of that 
outward ove. Thirdly, That though the Body of 
common Quakers are far from being condemned as 
Deiſts, yet the Fornders and Heads of that Set 
are not acquitted by the Biſhop of Litchfield from 
having been Deiſts i an allegorical Diſgni/e. 
Fourthly, That the Principles of their Founders and 

Leaders were, in many Reſpeas, the ſame with 
thoſe revived by Mr. Woolſton, though without his 
uſual Degree of Contempt, and a profeſſed Ridicule. 


+ See Pape 5. 
By 
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By comparing theſe of your Vindicator, with 
what I have before quoted from my Letter, your 
Lordſhip will perceive what little Reaſon he had 
in his gth Page to complain, 74 .1t the Letter Mriter 
has grofly miſrepreſented the Biſhop's Charge upon 
their Princip.es, when that Author (the Letter 
Writer) pretends, that the B ſhop has charred the 
Quakers, in expres Terms, | Letter, Page $.| of 
having the very ſame Scheme with Mr. Wooltton, 
with regard to TEsuS's Miracles; whereas the 

Biſhop has not aſſerted, that they have expreſly de— 
nied the particular Fats of thoſs Moracles, upon 
MM.. Woolfton's Scheme, and in his manner of a 

profane Ridicule, though conſequentially they have 
derogated from them, as well as from the other 

Fa#s of JES Us. 


And here I muſt complain, that your Vindi- 
cator has zro/ly miſrepre/eited the Letter Writer, 
to aſſert that that Author pretends, that the Biſhop 
Has charged the Quakers in expreſs Terms, It your 

Lordſhip will pleaſe ro peruſe my Letter, | Page 
S.)] to which your Vindicator refers, I conceive = 
you will be conyinced he has attempted to injurc 
me, with regard to your Lordſhip's Favour. 
But, for your ready Peruſal, I will here tran- 
ſcribe that Page Verbatim, and then leave it to 
your Determination. Mr. Woolfton, againit 
« whom your Lordſhip has been ſo juſtly con- 
« tending, hath endeavoured to allegorize away 
« the Letter of the New Teſtament, and the 
Miracles of our Saviour; which is, in ſhort, 
to deny the literal, hiſtorical, and outward 
« Jesvs, his Birth, Lite, Death, Reſurrection 
and Aſcenſion ; and this I apprehend is the 
“ Foundation you had for denouncing him an 
< Infidel ; otherwiſe, it could not be juſt, if he 
ce did believe the Letter of rhoſe Circumſtances, 

* not- 
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notwithſtanding he might raiſe Allegories 
from them; and 1: the myſtical Scheme ot the 
Wakes be the lame with his, it is a Wonder 
your Lordſhip did not pronounce on them the 
fame Sentence. You are pleaſed, indeed, not 
to condemn as Deiſts but in allegorical Diſ- 
guiſe ; that is, your Lordſhip, under an alle- 
gorical Diſguiſe, would condemn tor Deitts. 
What elſe can your Lordthip mean, in Page 
572, where you ſay, the 2uakers have been 
lo tar dcluded, as to loſe the Belief of a real 
external Ius Us, by the CHRIST within them, 
and the literal Reſurrection of the former, 
« by the ſpiritual and moral one of the latter; 
c\ 


and if he that loſes the Belief of a real exter- 
CC 


cc 
cc 
CC 
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nal Jesus, be not a Deift, then pray, my 


Lord, what is Mr. II St = 


I have here given every Word in the Page, 


and that I was not willing to break the Senſe, I 


have taken in part of Pages 7 and 9: And it 
your Lordſhip can make out your Vindicator's 
Charge, it will be more than what he has done; 


though if it were ſo, I ſhould not then be con- 
ſcious that I had done you any Injury. 


And notwithſtanding your Vindicator has miſ- 
repreſented me in the Particular before noted, 
yet, by what he has laid down, I can perceive 
but little Difference between the Quakers and 
Mr. Moolſton, as appears in the ſeveral Particulars 


_ of your Lordſhip's Charge; Firſt, That the 


| Nnakers have loſt the Belief of a real external 


je sus, and have derogated from the Truth of the 


Fats relating to him, or denied the Neceſſity of 


the Belief of thoſe Fats : That they have not only 
indulged allegorical Interpretations to a great Exceſs, 
bit have allegorized away the Letter of the New 

| Teſtament. 


w_— A Second LeTTEs tothe 
Teftament. Secondly, That they oppoſed or pre- 


ferred au inward CHRIST to an outward one; 
and, as your Lordſhip has jaid in your Preface, 
« about the Letter of which they wrote with 


« Contempt. 


All theſe Errors, as charged on the 2yakers, 
are charged on Mr. Moolſton, and therefore in 
theſe Particulars, according to your Vindicator, 
their Scheme muſt be the very ſame with Mr. 
Woolfton's, only with this Difference and Salvo, 
that though the Quaters did write with Contempt 
about the Letter of the outward IE SUS, y<t not 
in the ſame Degree of Contempt as Mr. Woolfton. 


And here I think it proper to obſerve, ſup- 
>ofing one Part of your Charge was true, namely, 
That the 2nakers did oppoſe or preſer an in- 

ward CHRIST to an outward one; I cannot fee 


| how that is any Proof of their allegorizing away 


the Letter of the New Teſtament, and the literal 
Account of the Facts ot that outward one, but 
rather proves they did not allegorize away, but 
own the literal Account of thoic Facts; tor op 

poling or preterring does naturally ſuppoſe ſome- 
thing to be oppos'd or preterr'd to, and con- 


ſequently the neceſſary Circumſtances of that, to 
which the other is oppos'd or preterr'd ; other- 


wife it would be oppoſing or preterring ſome- 
thing to nothing, an inward to no CHR ISI: Tt 


therefore naturally follows, if the Yuakers did 
oppoſe or prefer an inward CHRIS I to an out- 


ward one, they muſt own that out ward one, and 
the Account of him, or elſe it cannot, with any 
good Senſe be ſpoken of them. 


Derogating from the Truth of thoſe outward 
Facts, or deny ing the Neceſſity of the Belief of 
| them, 
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them, would very much leſſen the Proof of their 
inward Cuzisr, for I cannot ſee how they can 
have any Notion of an inward CH RTS, conſi- 
dered as with reſpect to an explicit Rclict of him, 
without believing the literal Account of the 
outward one, on which Evidence their Notion 


of an inward CRRIS T muſt be founded. 


And this, my Lord, I apprehend, operates 
the ſame upon Mr. Moolſton's Scheme, for I can- 
not {ce how a Man can raiſe an Allegory from a 
Fact which was never done; it would then, as 
your Lordſhip well phraſes it, be only paraboli- 

cal and ſymbolical Narratives, 


I need not further trouble you in theſe Parti- 
culars, your Vindicator having aflured the 
World, he knows your Lordſhip ſo well, as to 


know your Mind, and, as he has aiiirm'd, the Body 
of the preſent Quakers are far from being charged 
_ with Deiſm by yeu 5 So I have no occafion to 


preſs farther what I apprehend is the natural im- 
port of your Lordſhip's Words, ſince you are 
pleaſed, by your Vindicator, to admir them into 
your Catalogue of Chreſtians. 


J muſt obſerve, that I cannot ſec any Reaſon 
your Vindicator had, | Page 6. | 79 complain, of 
the Lelier Writer's ueglecliug to examine More and 


Lefley, which, I conceive, was rathcr your Lord- 


ſhip's Province, and ſeemeth moſt natural for you 
to have produced thoſe Paſſages, which, he ſays, 
were expreſsly referred to; by which your Readers 
would have ſeen whether your particular Charge, 
was ſufficiently maintained by thoſe Authors; 


and the more fo, when it is probable a thouſand 


Readers may read your Book, who would not 


 {cruple, or dare to call in Queſtion, any thing 


0 | therein 
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therein aſſerted, by reaſon of the Sanction your 
Lordſhip's Title puts on your Writings ; and 
who, may not have the Opportunity ot coming 
to the Knowledge of either of thoſe Authors, 
and fo take tor granted what your Lordſhip has 
ſaid to be true. OE 


Nor is it fate for your Vindicator to conclude, 
I have weglefed to examine More, and Lefley, be- 
cauſe I did. not produce any thing from them in 


my Letter; this would as directly ſubject your 


Lordſhip to the fame Imputation. 


It is true, J have ſuggeſted thoſe Authors were 


Adverſarics, and from thence your Vindicator 


takes the Liberty to fay, and therefore not to be 
believed ; an Auſer, he ſays, that ſuppoſes an Ad- 
verſary cannot prſſibiy aſſert Truth. In this Caſe I 
have alledged, © I hat it is ſuſtice due to every 


“ Society, and every Publiſher of any Doctrines, 


« to be judged from their own, and not their Ad- 


« verfary's Writings.“ This is what I have ſaid; 


and it he is pleaſed to draw from thence, as 
a natural Conſequence, * That an /dve;ſary is 
not to be lel eved, and ſuppoſes that an Adverſary 
cannot pojfibly aſſert Truth, it is my Lord, a Con- 
ſequence of your Vindicator's, and not mine. 


Nor do I fee, becauſc a Writer is an Mdver- 
ſary, that theretore he cannot prjfebly afjert Truth, 
to be any juſt Inference from the Premiſes; I am 
certain from mine it cannot be drawn: An Ad- 


verſary may as pr//iLly aſſert Truth, as one who is 


not; but it ſeldom happens that he doth. Fa- 
vour to his own Opinions, and Anti pathy to 


thoſe of his Oppoſers, too often hide Truth from 
his Eyes, eſpecially when there is the lea ſt Inte- 


* See Letter, Page 9. 
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reſt depending. It is therefore not a more ſbort 
and eaſy Way, than it 1s a juſt Way, to judge of 
Doctrines as I have laid it down in my Letter, 


though it ſhould immediately operate on your 


Vindicator, (according to his Suggeſtion, Page 7.) 
which I apprehend will appcar, when [I a 


before your Lordſhip ſeveral Quotarions, whic 
he has brought tor Truth, as Evidences againſt 


the Naters, which, I muſt beg Leave to ſay, 


appear to me to want their proper Credence : 


And on the fame Bottom ſtands Mr. Le/ley, as an 


Adverlary of this People. Mr. Wyeth thews, 
that behdes ſeveral talſe Quotations, of which 


Mr. Leſley is plainly convicted, he has not truly 
repreſented their Principles: | hey have denied, 
what he ſays they have aſfzrted, and aflerred 


what he ſays they have denied: And thall ſuch 


an Adverſary be made the I ft to determine the 


Doctrines of that People? I his would be judging 
from their Adverſaries, and not from their own 


Writings, which, I perſwade my ſelt, your Lord- 
ſhip will give Judgment is not equitable. 


Beſides, though an Adverſary may write in 
ſome plauſible Manner, and by that endeavour to 
guard himieclt from the Imputation of a direct 
talſe Writer; yet by Artifice, Sophiſtry, and 


fallacious Arguments, he may draw Conſequences, 


abhorr'd by the oppotite Partics as much, or 
more than by himſelt, and y-t dare to publiſh to 
the World, what he has arttully drawn trom Pre— 


miſes of his own traming, as their expreſs Doctrine. 


Put, notwithitinding your Vindicator | Page 
6. | has atterted rhe Leiter Writer has nezlected 10 
examine More, and Ltlcr, yet I can atfure your 
Lordſhip, I had not negl-cted to examine thol: 
authors, but dil not conccive my ſelf concerned 


C 2 t 


12 A Second LETTER to the 


to produce any Proofs from them, to ſupport 


your Charge, but rather thought that Task was 
peculiar to your Lordſhip, and mine to examine 
the Authorities you produced. But that which 
related to you in this Caſe, 1s attempted to be 
performed by your Vindicator ; with what Succeſs 
the World, in I ime, may be Judge. 


Before I proceed to examine Quotations, ſome 
of which arc borrowed from Mr. Le//ey, I muſt beg 
Leave to obſerve ; that it is ſtrange your Vindi- 
cator ſhould declare it, * anacconntable, that 


your Lord ſhip's Charge on the Quakers Dod rines, 


viz. that they are unchriftian, and Deiſtical, ſbould 
have appeared ſi new, aud ſurprizing, as to have 0c- 
caſioned a mighty Alarm of that Party, an imme- 

diate Application to the Crown, an injurious Com- 
plaint at a Court, without any preceding Expoſtu- 
lation with the Perſen who advanced that Charge; 
for, beſides that ſuch an Expoftulation was, in 
point of Decency as well as Fuſtice, due to a Per- 


ſon of his Station in the Church, (if the former 


could be expetied from thoſe who ſeem to have in- 
corporated il] Manners with their Religion ſurely 


the Managers of the Affairs of that Society muſt 


Have /earit, that the ſame Charge had been formerly 
made, and frequently repeated. — This rather 
ſhews the Ignorance or Partiality of your Vindi- 
cator, than to atiord Matter of Unaccountable- 
neſs ; for it he had examined as well on the fide 
of the Yuvakers, as their Adverfaries, he would 
have found it not new nor ſurprizing to them; 
when I may venture to affirm, there has not ap- 
peared an Adverſary againſt them, who has in 
any reſpect been worth , their Notice, but have 
been conſtantly replied to, and that with Succeſs. 


Page 7. 
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And this I take to be an Evidence of their 
Vigilance and Care, to hinder the ſpreading, and 
revent the Conſequences of the many falſe 
Charges of their Enemies, which a Repreſenta- 


tion ot their real and true Principles would not 


oblige them to. 


Beſides, I cannot conceive for what Reaſon 
they ſhould deny, reject, and by all poſſible 


Means oppoſe, all the Charges and Repreſenta- 
tions ot their Principles, by their Adverlaries, 
which tend to the Diminution of their Chriſtian 


Character; it what they are charged with, and 
the Repreſentations made, concerning them were 
true, this would look as if they deſigned their 
real Principles ſhould never be underſtood : And 
how could they in this Circumſtance expect 
a Propagation of them, or any Converts ? 
It would argue, that either they are igno- 


Þ rant of what they hold, or when they are truly 


charged, are aſhamed to cwn. In this Caſe it 
would be /arprizing indeed, that Men (who are 
otherwiſe Perſons of Underſtanding) ſhould be 
fo ſenſible of the Unreaſonabl-ncts of their reli- 


gious Principles, as to be athamed to own, and 


to have them expoſed to the World, and yet 
when they are ſo, poſitively deny the Truth of the 
Repreſentation, and at the fame Time know it 
to be true; and all this, when there is nothin 

to be got by holding and 22 thoſe Prin- 
ciples, but the Contempt of an ignor ent Rabble, 
and lay ing open to the Caprice of dettgning Ad- 


verſaries. 


But to return, my Lord, if any thing can 
appear to the Quakers new and ſurpri/ ing, it mutt 
be the Manner of your uſhering your Opinion 
and Character of this People into the World, in 

a 


, 
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2 Book dedicated to his Majeſty, the Contents of 


which they were no way concerned in, but was 
between your Lordſhip, and Mr, Noclſton; and, 
though mentioned as an accidental Paſſage, as 


your Vindicator is pl-afed t) call it, yet fo art- 
fully inſerted, as could not miſs the Notice ot 


every Reader. 


It was therefore, I doubt not, in regard to 
your high Station, and the Influence your Lord- 


ſhip had at Court, which excited an Application 
to the Crown, to prevent the Conſequence of 


that Injury they might conceive your Lordſhip 
had done them; and this without any deſigned 


Injury to you, more than what the Oppolition to 


1 Charge would naturally produce. Nor do 


I apprehend how thi; Complaint could operate 
ſo as to prove injurious to you, conſidering your 
_ exalted Station, except it might, have Influence 
in any diſtant Views, your Lordſhip might have 
to To, k or Canterbury. 80 


However, though you was pleaſed to publiſh 
a Charge on the Qabers, without (as I conceive) | 


fully examining upon what Foundation you did 
it, and without a prev. ous Expeſtulution with one 


or more of the Leading Men of that Society, 


(which might be due, 7» point of Decency as well 


as Faſtice, to a Socicty, as well as to a Biſhop) 
whereby you might have had a better Knowledge 
of their Principles, than it is preſumed you had; 


yet that, by no Means, ought to be an Example 


to diſpence with what was de in point of De- 
_ cency, as well as Fuſftice to a Perſon of your Sta- 
| Fion in the Church, 


But, my Lord, upon Examination, I cannot 
find that this realonable previous Expoſtulation, 
| 5 required 


— — — U— — - 
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f required by your Vindicator, was omitted for 
8 ' want of good Manners; but that the Gentleman, 
, ' who waited upon the Court, did firſt attempt it 
3 with your Lordſhip, but you it ſeems, being in 
= the , prevented his performing that ne- 
H ceſſary Part of good Manners and Decency; and 


would have been unſeaſonable for him to defer, 
| 4 what he might judge neceſſary, to prevent the 


ro * Confequence of your Lordſhip's Charge, and 
4 ecſpecially, as it could not with any Reaſon be 
n expected he ſhould wait ſeveral Months to pay 
* that Decency to you, which your Lordſhip bad 
ip been pleaſed to omit to his Society, and by that 
cd Means let their Character ſuffer (for ſo long a 
to Time) in the Opinion of the Royal Family and 
ate - 3 
bur The Commendation of the Performance of a 
ce. preſent judicious Author, Mr. Smith, as your Vin- 
VE dicator is pleaſcd to call him, is, to me, an Evi- 
dence of excecding Partiality, or Ignorance ; 
Et Partiality, in commending any thing that is wrote 
liſh againſt the Yakers, or Ignorance, in judging, 
ve) | that whatſocver is wrote againſt them, is a com- 
did | mendable Perſormance; wnereas, not only from 
one the Confuſions, and Contradictions, the Unfair- 
ety, | nels of ſtating the Queſtions, to make an advan- 
tageous Anſwer, (being writ by way of Dialogue) 


well |} 
— | and the atſuming dogmatical Air, all which are 


edge made appear in a late Piece *; but alſo from a 
wil; F cloſe Examination of it my ſelf, I will venture to 
nplc affirm on your Bchall, that, your Lordihip's good 
De- | Senſe, will judge it to be a molt abſurd, and weak 
ta- Performance: And no doubt the Publick has ſeen 


it ſufficiently expoſed in a Treatiſe, lately pub- 

liſhed by Mr. Beſſe, in Anſwer to it. 
* A Congratulatory Letter to the Reverend Mr. Patrick Smith. 

Can 
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Can it be any Argument againſt the Qaters, 
for your Vindicator to tell the World, that Bi- 
ſbep Wettenhall, and Three Nortolk Cie gymen, 
Mr. Smith, Faldo, Haworth, Burnet, and ſen- 
ner, and Twenty nne Diſſentiug Drvines at once, 
among whom were Baxter and Manton, Presby- 
terians, Independants, aud Anabaptiſts, and ſe- 
veral revolted Quakers, ſuch as Gordon, Keith, ; 
Pennyman, Bugg, and Pickworth, — Muft the » 
Charge on the Yuakers Doctrines, vg. that they 
are wnchriftian aud De:flical, be true, becauſe 
they were wrote againſt by the beforementioned 
Authors? And has your Vindicator been ſo juſt, 
as to tell the World, that they were ſeverally re- 
plicd to, and the Anſwers now in being, wherein | 
they will appear ſhame fully refuted? But in this 
he ſeems to have followed your Lordſhip's Ex- 
ample, to muſter up a parcel of their Enemies, 
— refer to them, and tell the World how many 
have wrote againſt them, and what they have 

been charged with; but ſay not one Word, that 
they conſtantly and publickly anſwered their Ad- 
verſaries, and cleared themſelves from their many 


falſe Charges. 


It is to be conſidered, that the Quakers, from 
their firſt Appearance to this Day, were, and are 
Oppoſers of the Payment of Tithes: They levell'd | 
their whole Force to take off what they called an 


Antichriſtian Yoke: They pleaded, that a Mi- 
niſter of Cx Is r ought to preach without Hire; 
but from a beneficent Temper of Mind to their 
Fellow Creatures, to take Care ot the Flock, but 
not for the Sake of the Fleece: In ſhort, they 
were Enemies to all ſorts of Church Impoſitions, 
and in this Circumſtance, it is no wonder, that 
the Clergy roared out againſt, and did what they | 
could to demoliſh a People, who ftruck ſo cloſely | 
| | at 


the Scale, againſt the Proteſtant Religion in pr 
» 
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at the very Lite and Soul of their Religion. They 
might plead, as the Craftſmen of Drana did, 
As xix. 27.] © that our Craft is in Danger to 


& he ſet at nought; there was, theretorc, a 


grand Reaſon tor them to do all they could to 
bring this People into Contempt; and, inftcad 


of Thirty three, your Vindicator has reckoned, 
including your Lordſhip, it is a Wonder there 


were not ſo man y Hundreds. 


The ſeveral revolted Qaters, he has menti- 
oned as Evidences againtt that Society, looks 


too mean to deſerve any Notice. It is ſcarcely 


to be imagined, but that Prejudice will run ex- 


ceeding high in ſuch Perſons, and that, generally, 
is the Occalion of their Writing, and was parti- 


cularly fo in molt of the Perſons beforementionad. 
Keith, Bugg, and Pickworth, were inveterate 


Enemies; they ſeemed to have ſtuck at nothing, 


to ſatisty their Malice, and Reſentment: It would 
therefore be barbarous to give Credit to what 
ſuch Perſons ſhall fay in ſuch Cafes; and the more 
ſo, when the accuſed object to, and deny, the 
Accuſations. If your Lordſhip will be pleaſed to 
examine the ſeveral Antwers of the Yuakers to 
thoſe revolted ones, mentioned by your Vindi- 


cator as authentick Vouchers, / who, as he ſays, 


becauſe they underſtocd, therefore gave a genuine 
Account of Quakcritm,) you will caſily perceive 
the Incquality of your Vindicator's Procced- 


ings againſt the 2nakeys, in this Particular. 


Nor would it be admitted as of any Weight in 


ticular, or the Chriſtian Religion in General, if 
the Revolters from the one, and the other, ſhould 
write againſt them; and the better to anſwer 
their particular Ends, and to cover the Shame of 


F- a © 


— 
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their revolting, they ſhould miſrepreſent the 
Principles of one, and endeavour to defame the 
other; would it be juſt, my Lord, to let ſuch 
Proceedings have an ill Inluence on the Principles 
ot the Protett: ant Rel'gion, or the Reafonablencſs. 
and Fitneſs of the Chriſtiun Religion? I could 
illuſtrate this with leveral Inſtances, but am not 
Wi ling to d tain your Lordſhip; only I may ob- 
ſerve this, That the prefent Deiſts may be conſi- 
dered as Revolters trom the Chriſtian Religion, 
and are the greateſt Eneinies to it, who do all 
they can to bring it into Contempt; and to that 
End, either by miſrepreſenting the real and true 
Principle es, or mis- ſtateing the Matters on which 
the Controv erſy between them and the Detend- 
ers of Chriſtianity depend, have made Work 
enough tor ſeveral able and learned Pens, who 
have not, nor ought to have, any leſs R-gard tor 
the Chriſtian Religion, nor lefs believe the Truth 
and Reaſonableneſs of it, and the Obligations 
Men are undder to pertorm what that Religion 
enjoins. . 


Having ſaid thus much, think my {elf obliged, 
for your Satistaction, to examine ſome Quotati- 
ons, brought by your Vindicaror to ſupport 
your Lord ſhip's Cha arge, (tome ot which, I con- 
ceive, 5 : has taken from Nr, Les OP « 1 it cannot 
be expectel I ſhould trowy!! you with an E. xami- 
nation of 2 neither do! ec a any Rcalon tor it; 
becauſe ſevcral of thote which your Author has 
brought, are as ore ien to the Point in Quettion, 


and as unapt ior e th * urp Ole, as any thing can 
well be; and u h. tt CONCE ive ee. Lordihip, up- 
on mature Contacration, will think fo: But, at 


least, 1 am pertwaded you vill not pronounce 
them Heretic! u, or inconlitt-nt with the Notion 
oi Orthoucr, And had your Vindicator be- 

ſtowed 
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ay halt ſo much Fains, to reconcile ſome ſeem- 

g Difficultics, as he did to explain and recon- 
cite your Charge on the Yuakers, in your Pre- 
face, and tu the Body of the Book; 1 am certain, 
as he would have appear'd more impartial, fo he 


would have been more tucceistul in a Solution 
thereof. | 


I think I ſhould be wanting to your Lordſhip, 
if I did not inform you, that your Vindicator has 
egregiouſly impoſed on you and the Publick, in 
divers Quotations, which he has brought as au- 
thentick Vouchers for your Charge againſt the 
Naters; which arc only Citations of their Ad- 
verſaries, and not Quorations from their own 
Writings: This I cannot help calling an unrigh- 
teous Way of procecding, to make the bare Ci- 
tations of utter Enemies, the Evidences, to prove 
a Charge of the utmoſt "Conſequence to the Re- 
putation of the People charged; when, no doubt, 
if the particular Facts mentioned in thoſe Cita- 
tions were in any of the Writings of the Q.;akers, 
their Adverſaries would not have failed to have 
produced them, and not hal Recourt? to ſuch 
mean Artihces, unbecoming Men in any Cha- 


racter. 


To make what I have here fail, appear, I ſhall 
refer your Lordſhip to ſeveral Pages, which I. 
have particularly noted; the firſt is Page 18. 
« T. Lauſon, the Qu. ther, Adverſary of Mattl e 
« Caffyn, is cited by him in his damnable Ferciies 
« of the Yrakers, Page 36. as ftying, That the 
Lord Is vs, whom we profcts, is accurfed.” 
Would you, my Lord, admit ſuch a root as 
an Evidence againſt you in any one Circuraſtance? 
Has this Can brought any tolerable EF, i hence 


to confirm it? No; nothing but his bare Ci- 
2 tation, 
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tation; and this, your Vindicator has brought 
to prove, that the Teſtimonies of the Yuakers, or, 
at leaſt, that the leading ones are inconſiſtent with 


20 


the Acknowiedrement of an outward CAN IS T. 


The Foundation he had to conclude this authen- 
tick, ſcems to be this, in the Conclution of the 


Paragraph, which Paſſage G. Fox, in bis Au- 
fewer to Nat. Catiyn, i Great My/ftery, Page 142, 


dues vt pretend to deny; which inſinuates as it 
Fox, in that Page 142, took Notice of Caffys's 
Citation, and did not pretend to deny it; where- 
as, Jaſſure your Lordihip, I have examined from 
Rage , where the Anſwer to Matt. Caffyn's 
Bock, call'd the Deceived Quaker diſtovered, be- 
gins, to Page 144, where it ends, and there is 
nc; the Name of Lauſon mentioned either in the 
ſtared Arguments of Caffyn, or Anſwers of 


. Fox, or any thing that could give your Vin- 
dicator juſt Realon to ſuggeſt the be foremen- 


tioned. 


To proceed, Page 19, ©& G. Whitehead, and 


« Three other Qraker Writers, (as cited by 
« Ch-ifcpher Wade, in his Quakery ſlaiu, Page 9.) 


« blaſpheme the bletſed Trinity, and expreſsly 


« damnit tothePir of Hell;” and this is the Proot 


for this Charge. It is a Wonder your Vindicator 
did not produce th: Quotation from I hitehead's 


own Book, it therc 1s any ſuch in Being. Page 21, 
Gordon cites Laus e; Page 3I, Wade cites Milner ; 


Dage 60, Cafyn cites Fox; Page 79, Hawoith cites 


£- he, that the Teflimonies of the leading Qua- 


e tnconſiftent with the Acknowledgement of 


2747 p11 Ard c H R IS T. 
_ *\*-n there is not one Quotation brought 
roi the Writings of any one of the Perſons, 

; above 


%%% and thus your Vindicator has undertaken 
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above cited as Qaalers, to prove the particular 
Matters mentioned in the Pages above referred 
to, but only Citations of their Adverſaries, 
which want Evidence to prove the Truth of 
them; and there fore cannot be admitted as an 
Proof, and will appear the leſs to be depended 
on, in the Examination of ſome Paſſages brought 
by your V indicator as direct Quotations from the 
Writings of ſeveral 2nake;s, which, I apprehend, 
your Lordſhip will perceive, are not eaſily re- 
concileable to Truth, and what muſt impeach him 
of being a partial Vindicator. 


I ſhall begin with the firſt Quotation, Page 12. 
„George Fox, in Great Myſtery, Page 206, 
« /ays, If there be any other CHRIST, but he 
« that was crucified within, he is the falſe 
„ CuxisT; this CHRIST that was riſen and 
« crucified within, Devils and Reprobates make a 
« Talk of him without.” — This Teſtimony of 
George Fox's is brought by your Author as incon- 
ſiſtent with the Acknowledgement of an outward 
| Cun15s rx, which, ſuppoſing the Quotation was 

genuine, I might appeal to your Lordſhip whe- 
ther it could anſwer his End. 


It is beyond Doubt, that Fox intended to be 
underſtood, that there is but one CHR I . , as 
appears, not only by this Quotation, but by 
Too others I ſhall 2 produce. 7. 2 
CnRIST, that was riſen and crucified within, 
Devils and Reprobates may Talk of him wit h- 

out; ſo that [this Cn ob that was riſen 

and crucified within, has direct relation to 
that CxRISTHI which Devils and Reprobates 
may talk of wit bout. 


'Thus 
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Thus the Quotation, according to your Vin- 
dicator, could not fail of a fair R-conciliation 
with the Acknowledgement of an outward 
Cuts r, if he had ſpared a tew Grains of that 
Art of explaining and reconciling, he beſtowed 


on Behalf of your Lordihip. But had he been 
Juſt to Geo ge Fox, he ſtood not in need of your 


Vindicator, or my troubling your Lordthip with 
an Explanation ; he having plainly jet forth, in 
two forcgoing Paragraphs, what he intended ; 
as it he deſigned to guard againft ſuch Adverta- 
ries, as Mr. Leſley, and your Author. I ſhall here 
produce what he expreſsly ſays on this Head, 


and in order to form a right [udgment, it may 


be expedient to inſert the Sentences of Burton 
and Bunian, to which, what is mentioned of Fox's 
were returned as Antwers. 


* Burton and Bunian. © Tr is a Scripture of 


« the Devil's making, to apprchend this cruci- 
"a | b | | | 
fed CHRIST Within,” 


Anſwer. © Now TI fay, if there be any other 
« Curisr, but he that was crucified within, 
« he is the talle CR IS T; and the Scripturc 
holds forth this, and the Devil never made it, 
but he and his Metfengers arc againſt it; and 
&« he that hath not this CHRIST that was riſen 
« and crucified within, is a Reprobate, though 


L 


„Devils and Reprobates may make a Talk of 


„ him without. 


Burton and Bunt. „ Others have been de- 
« pending upon ſomethin; that they call the 


„ Rightcouſncis of Curxrsr within, and 


* CHRIST within them; and this (they ſay) is 


* Great Myſery, Page 206, 


© oppolitc 


to 
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« oppoſite to CHRIST without, _ this 9 
« ſay) is the Spirit of the Devil. 8 


Anſwer. © Which is not agrecable to the 
= Apoſtles Doctrine, but contrary to the Apoſtle, 
« who faid, He was manifeſt in his Fleſh, to 
« condemn Sin in the Fleſh, that he through him 


might become the Righteouſneſs of God; and 


« this is not oppoiite to CHRIST without that 
died at fer!/alem, but it is the ſame that's ma- 
« niteit, and not the Spirit of the Devil, but that 
60 which deftroys him: For the Devil ans Repro- 
© batcs may talk of him without, but the Apoſtle 
„laid that ]EsUs CHRIST was in them, (that 


is the Emauuel, God with us * they be 


8 Reprobates,” 


And again, in the tenth Penguin: you find 
the fame; © And this is not oppotine to JEU s 


« Curisr without, that dicd at Feruſalem, but 
« the ſame.” 


'Thus your Lordſhip will plaiuly ſce, that the 


before quoted Teſtimony is nor inconſiſtent with, 


the Acknowledgement of an outward CHRIS: 


Nor is the inwarl CHRIS x ſet up in Oppoſition 


or Prelcrence to the outward one; but they are, in 


a plain downright honeſt Way, acknowledged and 
pleaded to be the ſame entire Son of God, the 
Saviour of Mankind: And what Fox ſays about 


Devils and Reprobates (thoug h not to be read 


as your Vindicator quoted it) is expreſſed by Dr. 
More in much the fame Words, as s May appear in 
a few Pages following. 


The next I take Notice of | is in Page 13, where 
your Vindicator produces Milliam Penn, in his 
Addreſs 
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tlemen or Scholars, when the Works of Mr. Penn 
abound with Proots of a firm Acknowledgement 
of the outward Perſon of CHRIST, in Relation 
to the Circumſtances of his Birth, Lite, Death, Ec. 
and I think it neceſſary to inſert one in this Place, 
as I concetve it pertinent to the Caſe now before 
your Lordſhip. Penn's Works, Vol. II. Page 868. 
« And left any ſhould ſay we are equivocal in our 
« Exprethons, and allegorize away CHRTS 18 


Appearance in the Fleth, meaning only there= | 
by our own Flcth; and that as often as we 


« mention him, we mean only a Myſtery, or a 


„ myſtical Scnſe of him, be it as to his Coming, 
„Birth, Miracles, Sullerings, Death, Reſur- 
« rection, Aſcenſion, Mediation, and judgment; 
I would yet add, to preſerve the well- diſpoſed 
4 from being ſtaggered by ſuch Suggeſtions, and 


Lay 


© to inform and reclaim ſuch as are under the | 


Power and Prejudice of them, That we do, we 
* bleſs God, religiouſly believe and confeſs, to 
e the Glory of God the Father, and the Honour |} 
Hof his dear and beloved Son, that JESUS 

 CurisT 


"i. LES i. Bo. EE. dt ES 
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6 CxrisT took our Nature upon him, and 
« was like unto us in all things, Sin excepted ; 
« that he was born of the Virgin Mary, ſuffered 
under Pontius Pilate, the Roman Governcr, 
e was crucified, dead, and buried in the Se- 


_ « pulchre of Joſeph of Arimathea, roſe again 


« the third Day, and aſcended into Heaven, and 


« 1its on the right Hand of God, in the Power 
and Majeſty of his Father, who will one Day 


judge the World by him, even that bictied 
« Man Cauxisr [E£svs, according to their 


« Works.” 


Would it not be prepoſt'rous, my Lord, to 
admit what 1s betore mentioned of the ſame Au- 


thor, viz. What is Cu RIS H but Meckneſs, Cc. 


as a Proof, that Mr. Penn was inconſiſtent with 


the Acknowledgement of an outward CHRIS, 


when he has herc declared, in as expreſs, or: ho- 
dox Terms as any Perſon can well do, his own, 
and the Feogle called Quakers ſincere Bclict in 
that Reſpect: 


Suppoſe the Letter Writer, in regard to the 


great Opinion he might have of the Bithop ot 


Litchficld, ſhould ſay, What is his Lordſhip, but 


Meeknels, Juſtice, Mercy, and Forbcarance, Ge. 


would it not be an odd Procecding for any body 
to put in a Parenthetis, (that is, a Principle, not 
a Perſon,) and trom thence an Adverſary of 
mine thould atiert or inſinuate, that the Letter 
Writer was incon/iftert with the Acuewledgemefi 
an outward Biſhop of Litchfield ? 


The latter Part of the Quotation from Mr. 
Penn, is, that the outward Peru which ſuffered, 
was properly the Son of God, wwe utterly deny, 
which, though it ſeems o hererodux to your Vin- 

E 4icatcr 
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dicator, yet I perſwade myſelf, your Lordſhip's 


exalted Genius will eaſily reconcile. I would, 
however, obſerve, that this is ſo tar trom being 
inconſiſtent with the Acknowledgement of an 
outward CnurIisT, (which your Vindicator 
brought it to prove,) that it is a direct Proof, that 
Mr. Peun did acknowledge the Perſon of the out- 
ward CuRIST: And all that is to be conſidered 
in this Place, is; whether the outward Perſon 
which ſuffered, was properly the Son of God. I 
ſhall not detain your Lordſhi p much on this Point. 
TI remember to have read, ſome Years ſince, a 
Solution ot it, in a little Book publiſhed by one 
Mr. Phullips, called Vindiciæ Veritatis, in which 
the Matter entirely depended on the Word / pro- 
perly ); that the outward Perſon, or human Na- 
ture, which ſuffered, was properly the Son of Mary ; 
and therefore, in that Senſe, as ſuffering, not pro- 
perly the Son of God. CRRIS 1 is conſidered in 
Two Natures, Divine and Human; in the Divine 
Nature we conſider him as the Eternal Son of 
God, who was with the Father before all T ime, 
and therefore properly called fo; in the Human 
Nature, we conlider him as the Son of Man, or 
Son of Me, as partaking of the Properties of 
her Nature, and therelore properly called the Son 
ot 1:75. It was the Nagure of this outward 
Perſon which lutfercd, and not the Divinity of 
the Perſon, not that which properly denominated 
him the Son of God, but that which properly de- 
— him an outward Perſon the Son of 
Mary. 


| "Theſe Hints improved by your Lordſhip, will, 

I doubt not, give you a better Opinion of the be- 
fore quoted Hxpretſions of Mr. Penn, than what 
your Vindicator ſcems willing your Lordſhip 


I muſt 


1] 1 Of Id h Ave. 
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Imuſt now complain, that your Author has been 
exceeding unjuſt to Mr. Burroughs, (whom he 
quotes as à famous aud ancient Teacher, and con- 


ſidered as next to George Fox,) ſaying that he 


{in his Works, Page 101.) files that CHRIS r, 
to whom we pray, au Idol God, and a dead God. 


I have been critical in my Examination of the 
Page referred to, and ſeveral other, left your Vin- 


dicator ſhould miſtake, or it might be an Error of 
the Printer; but I aſſure your Lordſhip, I cannot 

find any ſuch Paſſage, nor that fo much as favours 
ſuch an antichriſtian and wicked Opinion. For 
though you and the Quakers differ about the 


Maniteſtation of CHRIS within, yet no doubt 
you pray to him as the Son of God, the Saviour 


of Mankind; and therefore, had this Aſſertion 


been proved, it would have been a conſiderable 


Weight on your Lordſhip's tide ; but as your 


Vindicator has aſſerted a Fact in the Face of the 
World, which is not to be proved, I judge that 


little Credit will be given by impartial Men to 


any thing he has aſſerted, which wants an equal 


Evidence. 


. Nor will it avail for him to plead he took it 


from Mr. Leſley, Keith, Bugg, Pickworth, or 
any other; he ſhould have taken Care to have 


examined before he publiſhed and made it his 
own; but it will tcryc to influence your Lord- 
ſhip and the Publick, to have the ſame Opinion 
of the Original and the Copter. 


I did not intend, nor could it be expected, 1 


thould run through an Examination of all the 


Quotations; that would ſwell this Letter to a 
larger Volume than your Vindicator's; but only _ 
to thew by a tew of them, how he has impoled 
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on your Lordſhip and the World, abuſed the 
©4ke's, and the Memory of thoſe Authors he 
refers to. 


I ſhall therefore content my ſelf, at preſent, 
with contidering two or three more, in the fourth 
Clats ot Tciunonies, Page 78, where your Vin— 
dicitor quotes E. Burroughs in his Works, Tage 
47, 105, 485, laying, the Scriptiires are 4 beroitc h- 


ing Letter, &c. And again, the Scriptures are not 


a ſtanding Rule. 


I affure your Lordthip I have carefully exa- 
mined every one of the Pages reterr'd to, and in 
Page 47, the Word is mention'd but once by E. 


Burroughs on this Subject; „The Scripture 


« faith they were Reprobatcs, in whom CHRIST 
« was not, Page 105, There are no ſuch 
Words to be found as the Scriptures are a bewit ch 
ing Letter, nor any that favour ſuch an Aſſertion. 
It may, however, be neceſſary to produce what 


E. Burroughs lays in this Place; “ You (ſays he) 


« take a Command from the Letter, and inittate 


the Apoſtles (ſome in a higher, and ſome in a 
” 


* 


. 
(e 
0 


Lang 


which the Apoſtles were crucified, and you 
fay Cu KIs r commands it, when the Letter 
does but declarc.” | 


Ln, 


In Page 455, there are no ſuch Words as be- 
jore obſerved: Scripture is mentioned twice in 
this Page, but on quite different Points, ſo that 
thoſe Words inſerted by your Vindicator, that 
E. Barronghs ſhould fay, % Scriptures are de- 
witching Letter, &c. are not to be found in either 
of the Fages reterr'd to. 


AS 


lower Degree) in that Mind and Nature in 


my hn uu Co. WE VG 


BE 


de 
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As to the other Particular, IT need not trouble 


your Lordſhip much about it, being, I conceive, 


what Mr. Barclay and the Quakers plead, that 
the Scriptures are not | the | ſtanding Rule, that 
is, the only ſtanding Rule. Bur I muſt obſerve, 
that even in this your Author has not quoted 


Mr. Burroughs truly; he quotes it 4 ftlanding 


Rule; Burroughs lays, | the] ſtanding. The 
Vitference is ſo obvious, 1 need not trouble your 
Lordſhip with an Explanation: For the Quakers, 
and particularly Mr. Barclay, do allow, that the 


Scriptures are 4 flanding Rule, ſecondary and 


ſubordinate to the Spirit. And what they ground 
their Diſſent from other Societies, in relation to 
the Scripture, is this: They aſſert the Prece- 
dency of the Spirit to the Scriptures as a Rule, 
and therefore that the primary and adequate 
Rule; and the Scriptures, as they were given 
and wrote by the Inſpiration of the Spirit, they 
plead, is a ſecondary Rule, and therefore not 


| the only ſtanding primary adequate Rule of Faith 


and Manners. 


But it may be neceſſary to let Mr. Barclay 


ſpeak tor himſelf, whoſe Vencration tor the Scrip- 


tures will appear little inferior to your Lordſhip's 
orthodox V indicator, Pro. 3, Pag. 68. © And 
{© will help to ſweep away that among other Ca- 
« lumnics, wherewith we are often loaded, as if 
we were Vilifiers and Deniers of the Scrip- 
tures ; for in that which we affirm of them, it 
doth appear at what a high Rate we value 
them; accounting them (without all Deceit 
and Equivocation) the moſt excellent Writings 
in the World, to which, not only no other 
Writings are to be preſerr'd, but in divers 
{© Reſpects, are not comparable thereto, Page 71. 
* We do acknowledge the Scrivtures to be a very 

TT « heavenly 
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„ heavenly and divine Writing, the Uſe of them 
« to be comfortable and necettary ro the Church 
« of Cnx1sr, and that we alſo give Praiſe un- 


4 to the Lord for his wonderful Providence in 


« preſerving thoſe Writings ſo pure and uncor- 
© rupted. 


Page 86. We do look upon them as the 
« only fit outward Judge of Controverſies among 
« Chriſtians, and whatſoever Doctrine is con- 
« trary unto their Teſtimony, may therefore be 
« rejected as falſe; and for our Part, we are 
« willing that all our Doctrines and Practices be 


„ tried by them, which we never refuſed, nor 


„ ever ſhall, in all Controverſies with our Ad- 
« yerfarics, as the Judge and Teft: We ſhall 
« alſo be very willing to admit it as a politive 
certain Maxim, that whatſoever any do, pre- 
« tending to the Spirit, which is contrary to 
« the Scriptures, be accounted and reckoned 2 
« Pelution cf the Devil.” 


The next Teſtimony I note is in Page 79, 


from George Fox's Great Myftery, Page 213, That 


they {the Quakers) have the ſame Degree of the 


Spirit the Prophets and Apoſtles had. 


The Abuſe in this Place will appear by citing 
the exact Words, where you will obſerve, that 
(the Qrakers / in the Parentheſis is a Forgery. 
Great Myſtery, Page 213, in Anſwer to an Ad- 
verſary, who ſays, „ he did not ſpeak in that 
Degree of the Holy Ghoſt as the Prophets 
and Apoſtles did, that ſpoke forth Scripture.” 


George Fox anſwers. © Then thou muſt take 
* heed ot exaiting thy felt above thy Meaturc, 
* for thou canſt not know Scripture, but by the 

« ſame 


© g 


Lord Biſbop of Litchfield and Coventry. 31 
« ſame Degree of the Spirit the Prophets and 
« Apoſtles had.” 


Which, I perſwade my ſelf, your Lordſhip's 
Charity will influence you fo underſtand it by a 


Degree of the ſame Spirit; and the more ſo, 


when you conſider, that this Fox was no Scho- 
lar: He had not the neceſſary Advantage to 
write properly, and therefore ought to have the 
beſt, rather than the worſt Conſtruction made of 
his Writings. 


Page 81, your Vindicator quotes the ſame 
Author, in his Doctrinal Works, Page 29, ſay- 
ing, Hear the Lord, &c. he has left your Lord- 
ſhip and the World to gueſs what the c. means, 
but would infinuate as it George Fox, by theſe 


3 Expreſſions, repreſented himſelf as the Lord, 


whom they he wrote or ſpoke to was to Hear 


This appears from your Author's following Ob- 
ſervations. But (lays he) / great a Variety 


« of thoſe blaſphemous Pretenſious occurs in their 
« reſpective Writings, that I ſhall here add no more 
« of thei. 


This ungenerous Attempt on the Memory of 


an Author, though he were ever ſo great an 


Enemy, will ſurely not fail to meet with your 
juſt Refentment. It is a flagrant Piece of In- 
juſtice, and not fit to ftand in a Book, whoſe 


Title is 4 Vindication of the Biſbop of Litchfield ; 
and I think your Lordſhip ſhould do yourſelf 


that Juſtice, as to order it to be leſt out in the 
next Imprethon. | | 


I will here tranſcribe the Paſſage, which will 
give a ſtrong Suſpicion of a barbarous Deſign 


on the Reputation of the Vaters, by repre- 


ſenting 
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| ſenting him, whom your Lordſhip and your Vin- 
dicator conſiders as one of their greateſt Heads or 


Leaders, guilty of Blaſphemy. 


Fox's Doctriuals, Page 29. Hear the Lord 
« God, and take heed of Pride. Woe unto you 


« that are given to Vanity; you grieve the Spi- 


<« rit of the Lord God in you, you loſe Seriouf- 
„ nefs, you loſe Moderation in your Apparcl, in 
your Diet; you loſe Temperance ; you are not 


« tempcrate in your Apparel, nor in your Diet. 
« Bow to the Lord, you Evil doers. What a 


_< bowing and bending make you one to another 
« Bow to the Lord, give him the Glory, give 


„ him the Honour.“ 


It appears that this Man was ſeriouſly writing 


againſt Pride, Luxury, and Intemperance in any 


Shape, (Evils too much reigning among a certam 


Set of Men,) and preſſing his Reader to hear 


God, to regard and honour him : And how your 
Vindicator came to be fo unlucky to quote him 
as a Blaſphemer tor this, I muſt leave to your 
Lordſhip's greater Penetration to determine. 


Jam willing, however, in Charity, to enter- 
tain an Opinion, that this, nor any other of the 


before (Quotations, were in the Catalogue ot 


thoſe he has ſo ſolemnly declared, Page 81. 
were extracted with all Sincerity, and that he is 
not conſcious of any unfair Artifices having bees 
uſed on that Occaſion; and further, that they 


were not thoſe he exammed with his own Eyes, 


and that therefore he has not pawned his Re- 
—— in atteſting the Faithfullne/s of theii - 

ut rather, that they were ſome of thoſe taken 
from Keith's and Leſley's Narrat.ves, which re- 
ceived 4 ſolemn Aiteſtation by thoſe enunent 


Divines, 


a—_— a 8 ou 
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Divines, who have publichly declared before each of 
thoſe Narratives, that they have carefully exa- 
mined the Ruotations of them, and do teſtify the 


Faithfnullneſs of them. Let them be which they 


will, my Lord, if what J have repreſented be 
true, which will appear upon Examination, either 
your Vindicator, or thoſe emment Divizes, who 
gave 4 ſolemn Atteſtatian, cannot avoid the Im- 
putation, I pertwade my telt, your Lordſhip will 
think duc. | 


I ſhall not trouble you at preſent, with any 
more Quotations oi this Naturc, though, as J 
have undertaken to be an Advocate lor this in- 
jurd People, meeriy tor the fake of doing Ju- 
ttice to their Reputation, I could entertain you 
with an Examination of. 2 greater Number, 
which I conceive would equally turn in their 
Favour, ET : 


But I think it proper to obſerve, that the 
Teſtimonies vour Vindicator has brought to 


prove your Lordſhip's Charge, are to be conſi- 
_der'd under thele Heads. 


Firſt, Some which ſeem to me to want their pro- 


per Credibility. 


Secondly, A Number ol Citations in the Books 
of their Enemies, for which no authentick 
Voucher 1s brought, 


Thirdly, A large Number of orthodox Quotati- 


ons, (though endeavour'd to be perverted by 
your Author) it the Opinion of Dr. More, 
whom your Lordſhip has <xpreſsly reterr'd to, 
will make them 1o. 


F Some 
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* 

Some of the T 1 have expoſed to your 
Lordſhip's View. The Second 1 have reterr 'd to 
the Pages in yu ur Vindicator's Book, where they 
arc to be found . he Third remains to be laid 
betorc your Lordſliip, which I ſhall do by giving 
A Specim:n ot them, V ogy" You compare with 
the Quor. tions from Dr. M9: bs your Lordſhip 
will perceive there was as much Reajon tor your 
Vindlicator o 25 aw a Parallel between Dr. Ar- 
and Mr. II 200 fe, as between the latter and the 
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rized away the Birth, C“. of Cunrrsy, is a ful 
ſtantial Proof he did „Ot, but that he owns it! 


the literal Senſe, I hat /e (Cnnisr) was born 


in the Fleſh of the Virgin Tiary, which your Vin— 
dicator mult ſce; and 1 a little admire he brought 
it, without endeavouring to allcgorice away this 
Acknowledgment, it he expected any Succels 
trom the above Quotation. 


Vindication, Page 56. Geo: oe * x3. Great 
Myſtery, Page 2.42, Ipcaks thus, Cj rele (7. e. 
arc lues 17. ef; eg. 
U pon which Our V ndicaror remal Ki, It 1S evi 
dent this cannot relate to the outeard cr I terul, 


but to 25 HW; 4 or il) /! ical R Jarre lion of 
C HRIS' | | 


And FED he brings 2s a Proof, that Fox, whom 
he calls the Quakers Cert Aprjile, allegorized 
away the litcral Refurrection of CRI T . 
whereas Georre Fox was not ſpeaking in any re- 
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riſalem, and diſtinguiſh' d from (not confounded 
with, as your Vindicator elſewhere lays) his 
Coming in Spirit, (or an inward Maniteſtation 
of him) yet your Author has brought this to 
ſupport the Attertion of the leading Crakers al- 
legorizing away the litero] Facts of J Es us. — 
Vind. Page 62. G. N. in Light within, Page 41. 


fes, That the Dead un Canis Hall riſe firſt, 


eve own to be an Hen CurisT's Coming, and 


22 GTO 22 t thc 2 14 4 an: 18 IH CHRIST, 1 VEIRT 


baptized into hits De ith, bejore 4 Coming forth or 


viſiug in the Likeneſs of 1 ſis Reſlirre lion. — But 


13, to know theſe States, what it is to die with 
CHrIsT, t be -onfo: moabie unto his Death, and to 
partake of the Potæe- of bis Reſurrection; theſe 
Things are hid from that Eye and Expe. ation which 


7s carnal. — What remains TR of this Pa- 


ragraph, is about the famencis' of the Body, 
which vour Vindicator may as well tall out with. 
Mr. Locke about, and call him terctick, as to 
find Fault with George Whitehead. 


But can vour Lordſhip perceive, that this is 
any Proof that this Man cluded the literal Re- 
ſurrection and Aſcenſion of CHRIS T? For which 


| Purpotc ir 1s brought, it tor any Purpoſe at all. 


Mr. Winteherq was ſetting forth the Moral or 
Spiritu al . turrcction of Cn nis r in the Soul; 


end arguing, that it is hid from carnal-minded 
M-: en. ai, d on * known to them that are come to the 
er) of Faith in a pure Conſcience. All this, 


and a AA d deal more, is cxpretsIv declared by 
HE learned Author dee mention'd. 


And to this Parpoſe hath your Author quoted 
Ceirne Whitehead about 1] wenty=eight Times, to 
prov c what the hee Scope of his Writings ma- 
niteft was never his Opinion, and what he never 
attempted ; 


* 
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attempted ; but has left plain and ſtrong Teſti- 
monials, as if he deſigned to be always alive in 
his Writings, to riſe up againft any Adverfary 
who ſhould attempt to ſully his Memory. I ſhall, 
in Juſtice to that, and to ſatisſy your Lordſhip, 
produce one Paſſage, which were ſufficient to 
guard him from the Imputation of allegorizing 
away the literal Facts 8 Jesus, though your 
Vindicator ſhould bring five Hundred ſuch Quo- 
tations, as thoſe he has brought ia your Vindi- 
Cation. = 


* « We believe and conteſs, that this very 
« CuxisT of God, the only begotten Son of 
« God, was conceived by the Holy Ghoſt, and 
« born of the Virgin Mary without us; that he 
“lived an innocent finleſs Life, preached moſt 
c bleſſed and excellent Doctrine wthout us; that 


he wrought moſt eminent and wonderful Mi- 


« racles without us; that he went about doing 
« Good without us; that he was crucified and 
« put to Death by wicked Hands, (without the 
« Gates of er»/a/em }) without us; that by the 
« Power of God he revived, and roſe again the 
« Third Day without us; that after he was 
« raifed from the Dead, he ſhewed himſelf alive 
after his Paſſion, by many intallible Proots, to 
„ his Diſciples, without us; being ſeen of them 
« Forty Days, after which he aſcended into 
Heaven, being ſeen to aſcend, without us, and 
© a Cloud received him out of their Sight, who 
© beheld him aſcend ; unto whom it was ſaid, by 
« the two Angels preſent, This ſame [ERSus, 
« which is taken up from you into Heaven, ſhall ſo 

* Some Reflections by George I//hitehead, upon a Suppiement, 
pre:caded upon Occafion of his Anſwer to the Snake in the Grass, 


bound up with Foſeph Myeth' Such, page 544. 


one 
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« come in like Manner as ye hade ſeen him go into 
« Hexven, Acts i. 3, 9, 10, 1. and doubtleſs 
ce when he fo comes, and all his mighty angels 
« with him, it will be in great Glory and open 
„Triumph; and he will in that Day be greatly 
« glorified in his Saints, and admired in all them 
« that believe. 2 Theſ/.1. 7, 8, 9, 10. 


A > 


There is no way, my Lord, to evade the Force 
of this Quotation, except your Vindicator will 


be pleated to * convert {in a fot of ſoleſum pla- 


ws with the meer Soummds of Words } Without us, 
e mithin us, and vpor this precarions Bottom, 
zanſt that George M/rzehead did allegorize away 


the literal Facts of ]esvus. 


However, I flatter my f:1f, trom this being 
laid before your Lordſhip, you will come to 4 
better Concluſion, and that you will be pleaſed 
to underſtand the ſcveral Quotations brought by 
your Vindicator, in the fame Scnſe you will Dr. 
More's, they being, as I conceive, much the 


fame Expreſſions, (or however, to the Ike Im- 


port) and on the time Foundation and Dctign ; 
namely, Allegorics raifed trom the literal Facts 
of Jusos, and applicd as they bear a Reſem- 


 blance to the divinc Operations in the Mind of 


Man. 


I ſhall now lay before you the Quotations I 
gave your Lordſſup to expect in ſome precceding 
Pages. — Doctor Ae Difcourtes, Page 435. 
„his Text + (fivs he) contains in it that 
pr cious Myſtery of the internal Reſurrection 
« of Cu xis 1 in our Hcarts and Souls, which is 


* Vindication, Pag. 1-5. 
+ A Diſcour ſe upon C iii. 1. 
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the chief, if not the only ſaving Knowledge of 
that Part of our Chriſtian Religion ; tor, ( alas) 
Beloved, what will that outward Ref; urrection 
of our Savi tour, according to the Fleſh, profit 
us, though we have the Hittory never ſo 
accurately ? Nay, though we had ſecn it with 
our own F.ycs, we may lic in the Grave of Sin 
ourſelves tor all that; we may link like a dead 
Stone into the dottomleſs Pit, and have our 

Portion with the damned De ils who have an 
Hiſtorical Faith of all the Patlages of Qu KIS T'SC 
Doing, and Suflerings here on Earth,” — id. 


P age 436. 
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« Mherefore it is not enough to ſay, CurIsT 
died tor our Sins, and rote again tor our juſti- 
fication, and fo to imagine his Reſurrection to 
be our riting trom Wie Kedncis and Corruption; 
but we ouricive- alſo really and in Truth are to 
rite from the Grave of Sin, by the Power ot 

the enlivenicg Spirit of JESUS CAHAIS T. — 


437 


„% That is, it you be riſen with Cnr ist in your 


Souls, as Cr ror in Poly roſe rom the Grave; 
it your Souls have eſca ped the Bands of the 
Sbiricu al Death, which is the Nature and Life of 


5:0, (tor that maketh us truiy dead unto Righ- 


teoufnaſs, and unto God,) as CarISt'S Body 
broke trom the Prifon ot the Sevulchre, then 
you ſeek thoſe i kings that are above: It muſt 
needs be underſtood of the Reſurrection ol the 
Soul from Sin. — Again. 


And according to this Nſanner doth the 
Aut ipcak alſo of ths Crucifixion of 


 CHrRIsT:; mak; ing the outward Paſſion and 


Death of Cunts T, 4 SIGN OR RESEM- 
BLANC E 
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BLANCE of ſomething in our Souls, viz. 
our dying to Sin, as here he hath made his 
Reſurrection an EMRBUEH M of our riſing to 
Righteouſneſs.” — Again, Page 438. 


« The Apoſtle there plainly compar our 
Dying to Sin to the Crucifixion of * 


our; and that as he died on the Croſs cor 
rally, fo we ought to crucity the Body of Sin 
in us, by the Power of God in our Spirits, — 


Thus have we good Warrant from the Ex- 


ample of the Apoſtle, to look with Spiritual 
Eyes upon the Birth, the Death, the Reſur- 
rection, and Aſcenſion of our Saviour bodily, 
which have their Similitude ſpiritually in our 


Souls; the Birth of CHRIST hath a Reſem- 


blance of CRHRIS᷑r's being born in-us; Gal. 
4-19. My little Children, of whom I travail in 
Birth, till Cris r be formed in you.” 


And here, my Lord, I muſt obſerve, that this 
is a quite different Interpretation of this Text, 
to your Vindicator's, which I ſhall conſider in its 


Place. 
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« His Death, of our dying to Sin, as I have 
already declared; or of CHRIS T's being dead 
in us, tor we are alſo ſaid to crucify CRAIS 


by our. Ungodlineſs. bd. Page 439. For ve- 


rily, Beloved, from our very Yourh up, W 


have laid dead the Son of God, the Suggeſti- 
ons of the holy Lite in our Conſciences ; but 
yet it pleaſed God to raiſe his Son in us, and 
to recover him to Lite, by the preaching of 
the powerful Meſſengers of God, and the ſe- 


_ cret working of his Holy Spirit in our Hearts 
and here is Cn RIS mT riſen as it were from the 
Grave, But it we, by loofe and negligent 


'« Courſes, 
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Courſes, deftroy this Lite of CHRIST in 


0 


A 


« us, and cxtinguiſh the Spirit of God in our 


„Souls, then we crucify the Son of God 


&« atreth, and ſhame the Profeſſion of Regene- 
ration, and the Spirit of God, and the true 
40 


and living Chriſtianiſm. Did. 440. © But 
« as CurIsST is thus in a ſpiritual Manner 
« killed and crucihed, ſo when he is in us re- 
ſtorcd to lite, it muſt needs be termed his 
Reſurrection trom Death.” ; 


% . 


From theſe Quotations of Dr. More, your 
Lordihip will plainly fee that your Vindicator 
hath exccedingly erred in producing ſuch Fe— 
ſtimonies of the Quakers, to prove they allego- 
rized away the Facts of JESU s, when there is 


ſo direct an Agreement between them and the 


before- mentioned Author; if any thing, the 
Doctor rather excceds them in Plainneſs of Eu- 
pretiion, about the Similitude or Refenblance, 
and his ſpiritualizing the jiteral Facts of ChRIST, 
ſo that your Vindicator, with equal Juſtice, might 
have run the Parallel between Dr. More and Nit. 
Woolfton, as between him and the Quakers. It 
is, by what I can gather from their Writings, 
direct Quaker Doctrine: Nay, my Lord, it is « 
downright Quaker's Sermon, that is, a downrignt 
Chriſtian Sermon, from Beginning to End. 


Your Lordihip may here ask if Dr. More was 
{> much of a Quaker as I here repreſent; why 
thould he write ſo againſt them as to give you 
Foundation to quote him as their Advertary. 
To which I beg leave to obſerve, that I am per- 
ſwaded the Doctor did not write againit them 
trom his own Knowlcige, but it might ariſe 
ſrom the early NMitrepretentarion of, and from 
the tod general Contempt and Indignation or rhe 

Re e denelccd 
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beneficed Clergy againſt them, who alway 8 were, 


and, it is to be feared, ever will be Enemies to Liber- 


ty * Relormation, and too readily entertained 
Suſpicion they were like the Familiſts, and became 
their Advcrlary, (like your Lordthip) without 
firſt examining whether he had a juft Foundation 
or not. This w ill, in ſome Meaſure, appear by 
what we alterwards find in a Letter of his to 
Mr. Helliutmi Penn *, where, alter giving Account 
of ſome Converfation with George Keith, relate- 
ing to Halli Penn, mentions * Rooks the 


Loney had wrote againit Fuldo (he |: ay's) 


Ant | now that [ have peruted them, I can- 


not but fay thus much, that I met with fe- 


« yeral excellent Patſages in them, that arc 
« very cxprethve of a vigorous Reſentment, 
« and Experience of what "appertains to Lile 
« and Heolincts: And that I exceedingly rejoice 
„that the Quakers have emerged above the 
« low beginning of an heartleſs and hopeleſs Fa- 


« milifim, — I mutt contels that I have an in- 


« vincible Sui; icion, (o tar as I can ice) that 
«K tnis was the lirit State of the (Quakers, at the 
6 Beginn. ig oft their Appcarance ; touching 
« which „ linde I have fail enough, for the pre- 
« ent, in my Remarks I have cat you, I mall 


& <li You nv lurrher Trouble in this Point; 

„ Hut briag t this Pe alioh, You Cannot 3 
e ine how mach 1 was pleated with my Con- 
„Werte with Geonge Rib, who fo freely and 
„ eelreciy alirm. 1 eine, that he (and he put 
in the reit ö the Quikers) did heartily believe 
= che Eckäörv at the OWE 15 the literal Senſe 


exoreis therein U and doven in your Books: 
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againſt them, though ] little dub 5 
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And I am very glad that the Quakers have 


thus far (ſince tor the preſent we cannot get 
them into the Church) two ſuch able ant 
faithful Guides to keep them within the nuin 


| Verges of Chriſtianity ; and 1 hope, according 


to the Meaſure of their Sincerity, the Quaker's 
Faith and Practice will grow more ample and 


articulate till they reach at laſt the full Stature 


of CHRIST. — And, tor the preſent, I muſt 
confeſs that thoſe C harges that 3 lays 
but tha 
they are all truc againfl the Famil! ts, yet the 
Quakers themſelves, if they be all ct "the lame 
Mind with your ſelf and Gerrre Kerth, arc tree 
from the moſt and chicſeſt of them; and there- 
fore, ſo tar as I can remember, the main Dit- 


| terence between you and your Antagoniſt, is 


about Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper. Again, 


| Pag. 349. 


\ 


© And as for your other two Books againft 
7 Faldo, whatever Paſſages there be th Ty may 
not be agreeable to my Sentiments, you will 
calily perceive of what Naturd they are by 
peruſing my Remarks upon (0070 Keitl's 
immediate Revelation: But there arc tundry 
Pattages in thoſe two Books of yours, very 
nobly Chriſtian, and tor which 1 have no tmall 
Kindncts an i; ſteem for you, they being 
teſtimonics of that which I cannot but highly 
prize Where-cver I find it. And J with the 
OJuakers would ditincumber thoſe excellent 
't hings they proſeſs and give Witneſs to, from 
tuch things as make them ſceem io uncooth and 
ricliculous, that the moſt excellent Things of 
the Goſpe 1 be not ilighted, condemu'd, or 
ſulpected by Men, through * »Oddnats and 
1 « Tndilciction 


* 
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« Tndiſcretion of ſuch as ſeem the moſt zealous 
« Proteflors of them. 


And in a Letter to the Reverend 7. D. 
p. 247. he ſays, „As tor the Cloſe of this Let- 
© ter, it is the modeſt Conccit you have of 
your felt that makes you deſire me to ſuggeſt 
any thing to you touching your preſent 
« Temper, for a Soul ſo well awakened into 
ce the Sente of the beſt Things, can fcarce want 
any external Director or Monitor. 'The 
Quaker's Principle is the moſt ſafe and ſcaſon- 


able here, to keep cloſe to the Light within 
« a Man.” 


* 


Lag 


cc 
CC 
cc 


Thus, my Lord, you ſee how the pious and 


learned Author you referred to ſpeaks concern- 


ing the Quakers, and in diverſe other Places in- 


terſperſes very noble Commendations of their 


Pr inciples: And therefore it is plain, the Doc- 


tor came to a better Underſtanding of them than 
he had when he wrote profeſſedly againſt them. 


However, I ſhall not detain you any longer on 
tizis Hcad, but lcave the Quotations to ſpcak tor 


themſclves, and proceed to make ſome Obſerva- 


tions on thoſe Natters objected againſt my ſelt 
as the Letter Writer. Your Vindicator labours 
to excule your Lordſhip from proving your 
Charge upon the Quakers, as a moſt vunrea/0a- 
ble Thing expecled by both the Letter-writer and 
the Arthor of the Cloud, &c. For any thing more 
than a bare Reference (lays he) would have been 
an highly i tmp; ope; Digreſſion, and intirely fore g 


to the minediate Subject of the Biſhop's * nk 
cation of ]ESUS's liracles. 


"RY my Lord, you will caſily perccive how 
f:cble a Vindication this is of your Charge, and 


how 
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how inſufficient the Excuſe tor your not attempt- 
ing the Proot of it, if your Lordſhip compares 
the Reaſon which induced you to make the Charge 
on the Q,, with the Reaſons which arc vi- 
tered by „our Author to excuie you from the 


Proof of it, viz. as ar highly improper Dig eſſion, 
and entirely foreign to the immediate Suljet of 


the B's Vindication of |Es us's Mrucles, with 
hich a profeſſed Argument againſt the Quakers 
lid been abſolutely inconſiſtent. 


It is true, my Lord, the Subject you was en- 
gaged in, was a Juſt, Reaſonable, and Chriſtian 
Detence of the Miracles of our Bleſſed Saviour; 
and I am ſo far in opinion with your Author, that 
a profeſſed Argument againſt the Yuakers would 
have been ſo al/o/ately inconſiſtent, as that I can- 
not ſec any reaſon there ſhould be tor the 


word Quater in the whole Book: Was not a 


Charge on the Quakers as Highly an improper Di- 
gre//ion, as the Proof of that Charge would have 
been ? Would your Lordſhyp have incurred any 
more Diſcredit by * to attempt 
the Proof ot a Charge, which you was pleaſed 
improperly to digreſs to make? Or can it be ſaid 
that your Lordſhip has a particular Right, in- 
properly to dinre/s from an immediate Sul je# to 
charge whom you plcate, and your Author to 
excuſe you from the Proof of it, becauſe it would 
be an highly improper Digreſſion, ad entirely ſo- 
reign to the immediate Sulſect? 


But in procceding to what is before me, I 
meet with ſuch an unaccountable Jingle of words 
in pag. 55. which I muſt intreat your Lordthip 
to take into conſideration, and for the Good of 
the Letter- Writer, and ſome Readers of my Ac- 
| quaintance, 
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quaintance, you would be plcaſed to publiſh a 


Solution thereof. 


For it muſFbs owned (ſays your Author) that 
the Yuakers made a ſucceſsful Progreſs in the World 

by berng deſpicable, and grew numerous by too great 

4 Negle a aud Contempt of their Writings, as ſup- 
poſed to be an enthuſiaftical ſort of Gibberifh uuiu— 
rellgibl in theinſelves, or affetetly ci eur ey though 
jail of the di pet Sebrelty. 


Good my Lord, what can your Vindicator 
mean? Mage a /'icce/stul Progreſs by being deſpi= 
cable? Grew numerous by too great a Neglet and 
Contempt of then andi l eir Writings, ſuppoſed tobe al 
entÞbi/1a aftical ſort of Gibberiſh, unintell:;guble iu thei 
ſerves, or affeaed'y obſcure, though fall of the decp- 
eft Subtilty £ Contradictions, my Lord, with a 


_ witneſs, both to common Senſe, to the common 


Order and Courſe of things, and to be ſure con- 
trary to the Practice and Behaviour of a certain 


Set of orthodox Gentlemen againſt this ver 


People : Is it agreeable to common Senſe to ys 
a Tce e Progreſs is made 95 being 3 
Yo any People grow numers'!s vy 700 Treat a Neg 
led ard Contempt 7 "Theſe are the very Bars * 
Succcls and Increaſe; Vien nor Socictics do not 
make j/ucre/xful Progrel es by being deſpicable, nor 
grote Mie ous by Nevle. 7 aud Contempt : Theſe 
rather hinder and prevent, than forward, in ſuch 
Circumitances. 


The Lanes part of the Quotecion are Words to 
which I can fix no determinate Idea; A enthu- 
fraſtical fort of Grvverith, unintelligible in themſelves, 
er ae Fedly oil. c, though ful of the deepeſt Sub 
tiuty, However, your Author pays that Compli- 
ment to  himfclt, that he has fo much Penetration to 

dive 
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dive into this unintelligivle obſcure Gibberiſh as to 


pronounce thei full of "the deepeſt Subtilty. 


That this People were expoſed to the Con- 
tempt and Diſdain of the Clergy of all other De- 
nominations and their ignorant Rabblc, I ſhall 
readily allow; but hat they or their Writings 
were negle Ged. have reaton to diſpute; your 
Lordſhip is too well acquainted with the Cir- 


_ cumftances of ſome paſt Reigns to want Infor- 
mation. The Quakers were not neglected nei- 


ther in the Pulpit nor in the Prels, nor in the 
molt cruel Perſecutions; they were not neglected 


1n their OWN Houlcs, nor in their Places of Wor- 
ſhip, nor in Goals, nor at the Cart's-tail; nay, 


cven to the Gibbet; they therefore did not grow 
numerous by being neglected, either in their Per- 


ſons or in their W ritings, but by being unjuſtly 


writ againſt, and by Perſecution: It was their 
ſimple” and innocent Anſwers to their Ad ver- 
ſaries, their patiently ſuitering for the Truth 
which they profets'd ; theſe gain'd on the ob- 
{:rving Multitude : They look'd on the Perſecu- 
tors with one F.yc, and on the Perſecuted with 
another, and many determined according to mo- 
ments of Truth. Your Author has collected a- 
bout thirty-onge of their Adverſarics who did 
not acgle& them, and he might have collected a 
larger Number, who fet their Face againlt this 
Religious People, who aimed at the Rettoration 
2 Primitive Chriſtianity in the Lite and Soul ot 

But in this Attempt they thared in great, 
3 the Fate of the early Promulgators of 


that Religion. ILxamine, my Lord, the Time 


of the Ulurpation of Oliver Cromwell to the Reign 
Of F aies the Second, the Perſecutions that thete 


innocent People endured by far more than any 


other Diti-ating Society 3 their Goods were ta- 
Nen 
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ken from them and ſpoiled ; their Eftates confiſ- 
cated ; they were baniſhed on pain of Death; their 
Bodics imprifoned ; hundreds have been confin'd 
in onc ſtinking Goal, expoſed to the Rage of mer- 
cileſs and inhuman Keepers ; how many died in 
Priton ? were whipt at the Cart's-tail and Whip- 
»ing-Poſts, and ſome even hanged in New-Eg- 
land, and all this tor 8 a Religion incul- 
cated by the Bible. Nor may it be amiſs to ob- 
ſerve who were the Inſtruments to theſe Cruel- 

ties. The Clergy, my Lord, thoſe Men who 
_ pretended they were the Lord's Ambaſlttors, 
and came to preach Peace and promote ſocial 
Virtue and Happinct> : Theſe were the Men who 
ſtirred up the Civil Magiſtrate to thoſe Perſecu- 
tions, and theſe are the Men who if they had 
Power cqual to their Wiſhes, would do it now. 
They dreſſed up the 2yakers in the frightful 
Words ot In/rde/iry, Tonerance, and Enthuſiaſm; 
and above all, Enemies, bitter Enemies to the 
Payment of I'vthes. Theſe things I have found 
in my Reading, and arc to be made appear; and 
how then were they mealeFed ? How then did 
they grow #2:mer0''s by Neglect and Contempt, as 
Your Author has been pleaſed to aſſert, J muſt 
leave to your Lordthip and the World to deter- 
mine. 


The Letter-Writer, as he did particularly 
refer to Heth, did truly aſſert that he had an- 
fſwered Mr. Leſley beyond all rcafonable Con- 
tradiction, which whoever peruſcs with Atten- 
tion, will ſce him contronted both in Quotation 
and Story, notwithſtanding your Vindicator has 
been pleaſed to ſay * Mr. L. abundantly trinmph- 
ed ver him and Mr. Whitehead in the two Delences 
of his Suake, Gc. as is demonſtrated not ouly by the 

* Vind. pag. 86. 5 
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Evidence fer d in thoſe Defences, but by the per- 
petual Silence of both thoſe Adverſaries afterwards, 
and the utter Incapacity they found themſelves un- 
der for ever to revive the Diſpute, and attempt au- 
other Reply to theſe Defences. 


| I beſeech your _— for your Satisfaction, 
and to ſee whether the Triumph mentioned by 


your Vindicator was becoming Mr. L. to read the 
ſecond Part of the firſt Defence; your — 


will find that Mr. L.'s Triumph was not fo much 


on either the Subject-matter of the Diſpute or 


Quotations, but becauſe the Author of the Switch 
was no greater Perſon than Ber. Antrobus's Man, 
with whom and with G. Whitehead, he uſes the 
Pleaſantry of his Wit more fit for a Stage-Player 
or a Mountebank, than a Man in his Station, ard 
engaged in a religious Controverſy. It is a laſt- 


ing Memorial of his Lightneſs and Vanity, and 


looks as if he engaged in that Diſpute for ſome 
other Reaſon more than ſeriouſly attempting a 
Convincement of thoſe he might conceive to be 
miſtaken ; and of this your Author ſeems to be 
ſenfible, but endeavours to excuſe it by a good- 
natur'd Turn of the Pleaſantry of his Wit, and 


the Livelineſs of his Parts. 


Mr. Myetb, although the Station he was then in, 
as I am informed, was that of a Servant, yet there 


are ſufficient Evidences in his Writings which 


ſhew he was a Man of good Senſe, and a fair 


Diſputant, and therefore his Station could not 


have afforded ſuch matter for any Man but 
one of ſuc h lively Parts as Mr. L. The inferior 
Station a Man is in docs by no means deter- 
mine his Capacity and Attainments; good Senſe 
may as well happen to a poor Man as to a rich 


one; to a Layman, as by a Clergyman; and to a 


poor 


oe 
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poor Clergyman, as well as to a Biſhop: Thoſe 
of the interior Claſs may pothbly write with as 
much Impartiality, Truth and good Senſe as the 
othcr. 


Mr. Nyeth's Station was therefore no reaſon 
for Mr. IL. to ute the Pleaſantry of his Wit, or 


rather to ſhew his ill Manncrs; his Triumph was 


mean, unbecoming a Gentleman and a Scholar; 
and the more fo, when he was led to the Tri- 
umph more by his own Ambition than any rcal 
Victory gained over his Advertary, who however 
he was conlidered by Mr. L. and your Vindica- 
tor, his ſingular Merit procured him the Honour 


ot ſome more than common Admittance to his 


late Majeſty. 
| Your Lordſhip will likewiſe find a Specimen 


of the Pleaſunti of Mr. L. Wit, and the Liveliueſs 


of his Partscxercifcd on G. V. in the firſt Defence, 
pag. 8. Therefore, (fays he) ſince it muſt be, 
& George, let not your noble Courage be caſt 
« down, Cock your Hat, Look big, and enter 
« the Lifts with the beſt Grace that you can, 
« and he docs it, in the Road he is moſt us'd to, 
the obe blaſphemous Rant of putting all upon 
„the Lord.” And again in the wake, pag. 42, 
43. « Grey ge, hold up thy Face, and look like 
« a Man: Come, be brisk, and tell me by Yea, 
« and by Nay —— id. Alas! poor George“ 
« 1s the infallible Sers dwindled down to a 
« meer Gyptic? — Ah! George / What a blcf- 
« ſed Spirit wouldft thou have thought Satan 


N 1 
* 


* 
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And in pag. 164, 165, your Lordſhip will 
finel he again uſes his Luely Parts much to the 
{me purpoſe, and indeed his whole Performance 
SEED | is 
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is little elſe but a Nagazine of Railery, IIl-tem- 
per, and conſummate Malice; and this not only 
againft the ac, but againſt others who en- 

oy'd the Benefit of the Toleration, comparing 
them © to a Number of croaking Frogs, the 
« Spawn of the Viper, who cats into the Bowels 
« of ther Mother, and deſtroyed her who firſt 


gave them Birth; that the Prakers Tongues 


6« were {et on fre by Hell; that they are 2 
« ſters and moſt outragious and blaſphemous 


« Hereticks, as being oy. of Treatons, and 
« holding damnable Doctrines 


La 


Thus, my Lord, you have a Specimen of Mr. 
1 Reaſoning, and your Lordſhip may judge 


whether he was diſpoſed from a Chriſtian Bot- 


tom to reclaim thoſe he might concetve to be 
miſtaken: His Perſormances to me appear to be 
the mott full of Railing and bitter Invectives that 
ever I met with, and thews he aimed at ſtirring 


up the Civil Magiſtrate againſt the Ozakers and 


other Diſſenters, for he was ſo bitter againſt the 
Toleration, that the Man appears to have been 
mad with Malice, and nunded not what he writ, fo 


he could be the Inſtrument of perſecuting them; 


and it looks to me as it your Vindicator had the 
fame Deſign in View, or at leatt has a great Vene- 
ration for Mr, Le/ley "arid his political Principles, 
or he would never have bettowed ſuch extrava- 
gant Commendations on him, which without 
ptouily and meckly writing againſt the Tolera- 
tion, abuſing the Dittenters, Jan calling the Wa- 
kers abundance of hard Names, he could not trom 
— Pertormances againſt them any other way d. - 
erve. 


I ſhall not indulge my ſelf farther to rake in 
the Aſhes of the Dead, leaſt I ſhould demerit the 
H 2 Cha- 
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Character of an ungenerous Writer; nor ſhould 
J have faid ſo much had not I been excited to it 


by the extravagant Commendation of Mr. L. by 
your Author. a 


But, my Lord, I wonder how it came into 
your Vindicator's Head to declare that Sence is 
an Evidence of the ſuperior Force of Truth on Mr. 
L.'s Side. Your Lordſhip knows that Silence is 
the beſt Anſwer to ſome Writers, which carries 
with it Contempt. 'The indecent Manner in 
which Mr. L. treated his Adverſaries, and the 
looſe, vain, and extravagant way he procceded 
to defend himſelf, could not but miniſter Cauſe 


of Contempt to Men; who ſeriouſly and religi- 


ouſly engaged to defend their Principles, and to 
repair the ＋ 4 Mr. L. S:z%e had done to the 
Memory of diverſe of their Brethren, 


If Silence, my Lord, is ſufficient to determine 
the Force of Truth to be on the Side of that 


Author who writes laſt, it will give place to that 
vulgar Maxim, That the laſt blow gains the Battle; 
he that remains unreplied to muſt be concluded to 


Have the ſuperior Force of Truth on his Side, which 


impoſed Silence on his Adverſaries. 


Suppoſe the Letter-Writer ſhould write in 
ſuch a Manner as does not deſerve your Lord- 
ſhip's Notice, but you are pleaſed to caſt Con- 
tempt on him by your Silence, according to your 
Vindicator's Rule, the World muſt judge, that 
your Lordſhip's Silence ariſes from an Incapacity 
to anſwer and attempt a Reply, and the ſuperior 
Force of Truth on the Side of the Letter-Writer 
impoſed Silence on your Lordſhip: But far be it 
trom me to imagine ſo vain a thing, I only urge 


it as a Conſequence of your Vindicator's, which 
8 would 
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would as naturally follow as in the Caſe before- 
mentioned, there being, in my opinion, full as 
much reaſon for J. V. and G. V. s Conduct with 
regard to Mr. L.'s as there would be in this, 
though I acknowledge I pay a Compliment to 
myſelf. 1 


In Page 87 your Vindicator cites my Letter 
Page 10, where are theſe Words, The equi- 
« table way of determining the Doctrines of any 
« Society, is, that they ſhould be judged by 
« their own Writings, which they have deliver- 
« ed, as a formal Confeſſion of . aith, and that 
« private Perſons who write as ſuch, are ac- 
© countable for their own Opinions, and Socie- 
« ties for what they deliver as their Syſtem of 
wi « - 5 


This your Author is pleaſed to call an equita- 
ble Poſition, but the Diſtiuction here aſſigned of 
private and publick Confeſſions (he ſays) holds more 
frrongly of all other Communities in the World, than 
the Yuakers, to whom upon their acknowledged 
Principle of Infallibility, it cannot properly be ap- 
plied. This is ftrange, indeed, that the private 
Opinions and Pretences of Men concerning In- 
Gllibility ſhould deftroy the natural Juſtice due 
to a Society. | 


A 


I cannot find that the Quakers Opinion of In- 
fallibility is placed on Men, but in the Spirit of 
God; and ſo far as they are led, and acted by 
that, ſo far they may be called infallible; and 
this not confin d to them only, but extended to 
very Man under every Name. 


Between the confeſſed Fallibility of the one, 
and the aſſerted Infallibility of the other, there 


Can 
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can be no material Difference, it we conſider the 


Foundations upon which the former is confeſſed, 
and the latter is aſſerted. Contetled Fallibility 
ariſes from the Narrowneſs of our Views, the 
Confinedneſs of our Underttanding, and a ſup- 
poſed or an acknowledged Depravation of the 
Moral; and by the prevailing, over- bearing Im- 

tus of the natural Powers, by which the Man 
is led away from a conſtant and unitorm Obedi- 
ence to the Laws of God, and for want of yield- 
ing Subjection to, and refuſing or neglecting to 
follow the Directions of the intallible Spirit, he 
remains in a fallible State under the Prevalence 
of his natural and corrupt Powers; and thus the 
Qgabers, fo far as T can underſtand, confeſs the 

Fallibility of themſelves and all human Nature. 


The Infallibility which by them is afferted, 
ariſes from a ſuppoſed, and by them plcaded for, 
immediate Revelation and Aſſiſtance of the in- 
fallible Spirit, to rectify the moral Power, and to 


enable the Man to prevail againſt and over his 
natural Powers, to let him know his Duty, and 
co aſſiſt him to a conſtant Obedience. This, I 

conceive, is the Infallibility the Quabers main- 
tain, and it is evidently placed upon a uniform 
Subjection to, and following the intallible Spirit 
of God, who as it is impothble to err, fo it can- 
not nor will not lead any into Error, but, ac- 
cording to the bleſſed IE SUS, will lead into all 
Truth, which your Vindicator allows was the 
Caſe of the Apoſtles; and for my own part, I 


can fee no reaſon why it ſhould not be fo in all 
Ages and Limes, if Men were as ſuſceptible ot 


their Duty, and as afliduous in performing it as 
thoſe holy Men were, 
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I do not underſtand that the Yuakers particu- 
larly plead that they have atrained to the tame 
degrees of Infallibility with the Apoſtles, or in- 
deed in any degree, to make uſe of that Word, 
as pecultar to them, but that they maintain it as 
a true Polition, contonant to the Holy Seri 
tures and the Nature and Deſign of Chriſtianity, 
and that the Bars and Impediments to it are, In- 


attention, Unwatchtulneſs, and giving way to the 


Power of their Paſſions and ſenſual Appetites, 


whereby the Mind is drawn from that cloſe and 


ſteady Regard which we ought to haye to the 
Leadings ot the good Spirit ot God. 


So that ſtrip the Quakers of the immediate Re- 
velations and Aſliſtances of the Spirit, (which is 
the Foundation of all Infallibility in Men) and 
they are confeſſedly fallible Men, fallible Speak- 
ers, tallible Writers, and are therefore upon a 
leyel with them, both with regard to their Pre- 
tences and F.xcutcablencſs, | 


On the other hand veſt the Quakers, and with 
them the reſt of Mankind with the infallible Spi- 
rit, and fo tar as they follow the Leadings and 
Directions of it, you may ſo tar conſider them 
infalliblc. os 


Thus I apprehend I have repreſented to your 
Lordſhip their Notions of Fallibility and Intal- 
libility; and as they pretend to no more than 
other Men do, than as their Obedience is more, 
fo they muſt ſtand on the fame bottom with re- 
ſpect to Excuſeableneſs. 


Heſides, my Lord, ſuppoſe we were to take it 
as your Author has laid it down, That it ſome 
private Perſons pretends to be inſpired, 1 
= ſhould 
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ſhould write erroneous Confeffions of Faith, it 
cannot be counted equitable to charge Societies 
with their Errors, except that Society made 
themſelves Parties by owning and defending them, 
for a Perſon by delign might put on the Charac- 
ter of a Quaker, pretend to be divincly inſpired, 
and might publiſh Principles injurious to the 
Chriſtian Religion in general, and to the Quakers 
in particular; and becauſe he pretended to be 
acted by an infallible Spirit, and to write immedi- 
ately from the eternal God, he 1s fairly to be cited as 
an authoratrove Writer for the Yuakers, though at 
the ſame time he may be an Impoſtor ; it is there- 
fore not a juſt way to judge of Societies by the 
Writings of any private Man, let him pretend 
ever ſo much to be inſpired. The Principles of 
a Society one not to be determined by the Un- 
certainty of private Inſpiration, and by what a 
private Man may write, it can be conſidered as 
no more than his own Syſtem, and ought to be 
rejected or accepted according as it bears for, or 
againſt the Chriſtian Religion. 


But Writers who appear in the World by the 
cuſtomary Authority of a Society, or that their 


Works are publiſh'd by that Society, ought to be 


taken as Declarations of their Faith, and fairly 
to be cited as authorative Writers: And of this 
fort were the Authors I quoted in my Letter, 
though your Vindicator is pleaſed, in pag. $9, to 
ſay, They are evidently the Declarations of private 
Perſons, viz. of J. Wyeth aud W. Penn, which he 
has produced, though contrary to his own foremen- 
tioned Opinion, which declare it not equitable to do 
. And in pag. 106, he ſays, Indeed the ſame 
compendious Method fhall be here uſed with regard 
to the private Confe/ions of Faith that were made by 
W. Penn, G. Whitehead, Joſ. Wyeth, and 

| that 
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that are cited by the Letter-Mriter, and the Author 
of the © loud, &c. For they are not only confidered 
by the former of thoſe Adverſaries as of no Authority 
becauſe private Perſons, and not Acts of their So- 
ciety, aud therefore are 400 * cited 9 bim avainſt 


the B. of L. 


I cannot well help laying that this ſeems ab- 
ſurd in your Vindicator to blame me tor citing 
the above-mentioned Authors, becauſe he con- 
ceives them to bs private Perſons, and therefore of 
wo Authority, and that I had forſook my own eqti- 


table Poſition. If your Lordthip is pleated to 


conſider the Reaſons which induced, I believe 


you will caſily acquit me ot his Cenſure; tor 


ſuppoſe we take your Lordſhip's Charge as your 
Vindicator has laid it down, vis. That the Heads 
or Leaders of the Quakers were charred with Deiſiu, 
and not the Body of Common © D rakers : then thote 
Authors being conſidered as "Heads or Leadcrs, 
thoſe Conteſſions were brought to ſhew that the 
Charge againſt them was unjuſt, and therefore 
not abſurdiy cited if only for that purpoſe; and 
as to the Body of Common Qgulers, they food | in 
no need of publick or private Confeſſions to cl-ur 
them from ho Charge, becauſe your Author lays 
they were not charged; ſo that thoſe Authors a- 
bove mentioned are not cee by the Letter 
I riter of no Authority, but brought by him as a ſut- 
cient Authority to clear them as s Ha: 1s or Lenders, 
from your Lordthip's Charge; but had U intended 
tnoſe very Contetfions w hich your Vindicator 
_ /{cunle ones, to regard the Society of the - 
ters, J ſhould not then have e ted them, 
nor confedered them of no Authority, becauſe I do 
not contider them as tbe . onfeſ/rons of private Per- 
ſous oaly, having been undoubtedly atfured that 
thoſe Books, 9 in my Letter in which tbofe 
1 Conte i- 
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Confeſſions are, were publiſhed by the cuſtomary 


Authority of that Society. The Works of Mr. 


Penn; and * Mr. Barclays Apology were pub- 
lithed by the yearly Meeting of Naters in Lou- 
don, whoſe Act muſt be conſidered as the Act 
of the whole Society: And as to G. Whitehead 
and of. Wyeth, they are likewiſe not to be con- 
ſidered as private Authors, becauſe their Books 
were made authentick by what is called their 
Morning-Meeting, or Meeting of Miniſters, and 


their Order and Direction, and therefore thoſe 
Authors are not to be conſidered as private Per- 
ſons and of no Authority, but as publick Writers 
for the Society, their Writings being made au- 
thentick by the Qaters in a Body, and publiſh- 
ed by their Authority. 5 


The Deſign of the Letter-Writer in citing 

thoſe Authors was, 1/, To clear them from the 
Charge of Deiſm as Heads or Leaders of the Qua- 
kers. 24ly, To ſhew that the ſaid People had 
by them publickly declared their Principles in 
full and ſtrong Terms, in relation to the literal 
hiſtorical Facts of Jesvs: And this I thought 

proper to ſupport with one publick Confeſſion 
delivered to the Parliament, which I met with in 
Sewel's Hiftory of the Quakers; and this Book I 
find alſo to be publiſhed by the atorementioned 
yearly Meeting, and ſo came out with the Impri- 
:atur of the Society, which Confeſſion, though 
containing as full and plain a Declaration of Faich, 
to the forementioned Particulars of CHRIS, as 
words can expreſs, yet your Vindicator has la- 


bourcd for about forty-one Pages to ſhew that 


the Perſons who ſigned that Confeſſion did not 


|  # Mentioned in Vind. pag. 189. 


were r and publiſhed in conſequence of 
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mean what they there declared; which compen- 
dious Method, of oppoſing fo ſtrong an Evidence 
tor the Yuakers, amounts pretty near to what I 
obſerved to your Lordſhip in my former Letter, 


_ viz, * hat your Lordſhip muſt allegorize awa 


« the Yuakers Declaration in this reſpect, hic 
your Author has attempted to do on your Lord- 


mip's Bchalf. 


Iwill however venture to affirm, my Lord, that 
according to the Method your V indicator has 
r in, that it is almoſt impoſſible for this 

eople to declare in any Form of Words their 
Belief of the literal Facts of IE sus, but that 
you Author, or ſome other Vindicator of your 
rdſhip's would treat them in the ſame manner; 
nay, though you ſhould invent a Set ot the mot 


orthodox Words for them to ſubſcribe, I am a- 


fraid your Vindicator would be ſo ilnatur'd as 
to ſuggeſt that they were not ſincere, or find out 
ſome artful Inſinuations to take off the Force of 


the Evidence on their Side, and with his great Sa- 
gacity ſay, they meant it all within them. And 


thus aſſuming the Interpretation of other Mens 
Words, and to judge of the Intention and Deſign 
of their Hearts, would for ever ſeal them down 
under the Charge of Deiſm, and Allegorizers a- 


way of the literal Facts of [Es us, notwithſtand- 


ing they moſt aſſuredly declare to the contrary. 


And this I take to be very near the Caſe now 
betore your Lordſhip, in the publick Confeſſion 
cited in my Letter, pag. 22, 23, which is as fol- 


lows. 


_ &« 1, That ]esvs of Nazareth, who was born 
« of the Virgin Mary, is the true Meſſiah, the 


very CHRIS r, the Son of the Living God, to 


 Þ e wyhom 
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f cc whom all the Prophets gave witneſs, and that e 
[ „ve do highly value his Death, Sutterings, 1 
; | « Works, Offices and Merits, for the Redemp- * 
« tion of Mankind, together with his Laws, n 
F 
n 


* Doctrine, and Miniſtry. 


_« 5. That this very CnrIsT of God, who is C 
| « the Lamb ot God, that takes away the Sins of it 
« the World, was flain, was dead, and is alive, tl 

| and lives for ever in his divine eternal Glory, h 
j « Dominion, and Power with the Father. di 
N | th 
« 3. That the Holy Scriptures of the Old ot 

and 1 Ne i Teſtament are of Divine Authority, at 


us being given by Inſpiration of God.” 


The Force of this Declaration your Vindicator « 
could no other way evade but by beſtowing about « 
ſortyrone Pages in attempting to thew that this cc 
Declaration was not fincerc, or by cndeavour- (c 
ing to allegorize away the literal Senſe of it, which q 
is no more than I imagined when I inſerted | it in 60 
v Letter, that your Lordſhip muſt admit it as 60 
an 2 for them, *« except you ſhould be th 
« pleaicd to turn Allegoritt.” | Pa 
ſc) 

zut your Author ſ:eming willing to perſorm un 
every Task peculiar to your Lordſhip, h as among RY 
the. rc i undertaken this likewiſe, and by drawing I 
Parallels between the Familiſts, Mr. IWeelfon and tic 
the 21 aber „ has maniteſted his Ill-nature, Par- m1 


tiality, and Impcriincacc, and fo far from being 
any proot on his Side, relating to the Point in 


(ueition, that they are entirely foreign to | " Sp: _ © 
e | Co 

The Rrakers, and p: articularly Mr. Thaw: were ſu 
lar in their intent ens lrom the general Scheme 9, 
ot the Familiſts, that he wrote againſt them, and Cl 


exploded 
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exploded a great Part of their Scheme, and your 
Lordthip (I ſuppoſe) will uot ſay that their 
whole Scheme was crroncous. A Society of Men 
may hold fome injurious and abfurd Articles of 
Faith, and yet they may believe others, which 
may be truly orthodox ; and this might be the 
Caſc ot the Familifts, and, for ought I know, 
it might be the "Caſe with Mr. Woolflon; for 
though, no doubt, he was wrong with regard to 
his allegorizing away JEsus's Miracles, yet it 
docs not follow that he muſt be wrong in every 
thing; there are many People, nay, even ſome 
good orthodox Churchmen, are of his Opinion 
75 about the Clergy, as he has expreſſed it. 


« That the hireling Prieſthood have been the 
or « Cauſe of Infidelity and Apoſtacy in theſe lat- 
ut « ter Times, and that he hopes to ſee hireling 
4 Prieſts expelled out of the Church; that they 
“are blind Guides, and are too much in love 
with the Mammon of this World; that they 
are Robbers of God and his People, by exact- 
« ing Tythes and Offerings of them“ — All 
this and much more your Vindicator runs a 
Parallel between him and the Qyakers for about 
ſeven Pages, and it may hold, fo far as I can 
underſtand, tor the Qgakers have without Queſ- 
tion as mcan an Opinion of the Clergy as Mr. 
Noolſton had, and that I take to be the Founda- 
tion of the Clergy's writing againſt them with ſo 
much Prejudice and Reſentment. 


But I cannot fee what this Parallel has to 
do with allegorizing away the literal Facts of 
Curt, unleſs your Author ſhould argue ſo ab- 
cre If furdly as to ſay, becauſe Mr. Noolſton and the 


cine Walkers agree in their Sentiments about the 1 | 
and } Clergy, therefore they agree in allegorizing a- 
ded | 5 a 


way 
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way the Facts of Jesvs; which would be a- 
gainſt his Method of Reaſoning in Mr. Le/ley's 
Caſe, pag. 84. vis. And no leſs weak is the other 
Objectiou of the Cloud, &c. againſt the B. on oc- 
caſion of his Reference to Mr. L. as if his Aut ho- 


rity were inſufficient ; but is not this an Objection 


too trifling to be ſeriouſly anſwered, namely, that 
becauſe Mr. L. was againſt the Revolution, there- 
fore he is of no Authority on any other Occaſion, or 
becauſe he is engaged in wrong Politicks, that there- 
fore he is of no Authority in the Controverſy be en- 
gaged in with the Yuakers. 


This, my | Lord, you ſce, is your Vindicator's 


own Reaſoning, and is it not equally 7rifling as 
not to deſerve a ſerious Anſwer; that becauſe Mr. 
Woolfton is wrong in allegorizing away the Facts 
of Tesvus, therefore he is wrong in every thing; 
or becauſe Mr. N oolſton and the Yuakers agree in 
fomething, therefore they agree in allegorizing a- 
way the faid Facts, and muſt be mark'd with a 


Note of Infamy as agrecing with him in every 


thing. 


Mr. Milton wrote a very ſerious and ingenious 
Tract, Entitled, Means to remove Hirelings 
“ out of the Church.” Now your Vindicator 
might as well have jumbled him into the Parallel 
with Mr. Woo!jton and the Quakers, and have rea- 
foned, That becauſe Mr. Milton wrote againſt 
Hirelings, and propos d Means to remove them 
out of the Church, and fo agrecs with Mr. Wool- 
fon, therefore Mr. Milton and Mr. Woolftun's 
Scheme was the fame; and I am ſatisfied, my 
Lord, this, with as much Juſtice as in the Caſe 
ot the Ynakers, tor I cannot avoid concluding 
Milton was as great an Allegoriſt, and did - 
much 


GH 


M 
u 
the 
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much allegorize away the literal Facts of Jssvs 
as the Quaters. 


The Heads your Author has laid down in 
Pages 146, 147, from which he propoſes to draw 
his Parallel, I think proper here to produce, 
when I dare venture to * that there are a 


great Number of the Members of the Epiſcopal 


Church, nay, and ſome of the Clergy, who even 
out- do the Makers in their Agreement with Mr. 


 Woolfton. 


Firſt ſays your Author, Some of the leading 
Nakers, as well as Mr. Woolſton, /zem to deny 
the Fas that relate to an outward CHRIST. 


2. Other leading Quaters expreſs themſelves with 


great lndifference, as likewiſe ſometimes does Mr. V. 


whether the Fas of an outward CHRIST were 
really performed or not, and if they e performed, 
they with bim deny the Neceſſity of the Belief of 


them. 


3. As the Quakers in general aſſert, that thoſe 


outward Facts were chiefly 1 the Operatioss 


of Cux1sT within, /o does Mr. 


. prof eff e aly. 


4. As the Quakers infinitely prefer the ſperitnal 
and inward CHRIST to the outward and carnal 
one, ſo does Mr. W. every where. 


J. The Quakers and Mr. H. agree not ouly in the 
Method of interpreting the Scriptures allezorically, 


but in allegorizing away the dſtinguiſhing Fa3s of 
| the outward CHRIST. DT 


6. The Naters and Mr. V. more particularly 
agree in allegorizing aay Cu RIS 1s poſitive In- 


7. Some 


» * 4 * _ 
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. Some of the Quakers and Mr. W. agree in deny- 
ing any other Heaven or Hell than thoſe within 
Aen. 


8. The Quakers aud Mr. N. agree in railing 
at an hireling Prieſthood, and the legal Mainte- 
nance of the Clergy by the Payment of Tythes. 


To the firſt of theſe Heads 1 oblerye, that 
thoſe Paſſages cited by your Author, as Teſti- 


monies ot the Head or Leaders of the Quakers, 


I have thewn that divers of them are not genuine, 


others are only Citations out of therr Advertaries 
Books; for which no authentick Voucher is 
brought, and the reſt are generally agrœeable with 
Dr. More; fo that no Proof ariſes from them, 
nor from your Author's ſubſequent Parallel be- 


tween Mr. Voolſtan and the Quakers, being Re- 
tcrences to the former Quotations. 


have plainly ſhewed, by expreſs Declarations 


of G. Fox, V. Penn, G. Whitehead, &c. that they 
do not deny nor ſeem to deny the Fats of an out- 
ward sus, nor expreſs any Indifference with 
regard to them, wor deny the Neceſſity of the Be- 
lief of then, but, on the contrary, have in thoſe 


_ Declarations betore-recited emphatically ſet forth 
their Belief ot thoſe Facts according to the lite- 


ral and hiſtorical Account of the Scripturc. 


Suppoſe that theſe or any other of the Qua- 
kers had not expreſſed themſelves in fome of their 
Writings, ſo plain and direct as they might have 
done, it there are any Paſlages in other of their 


Writings which do more diſtinctly point out their 


Meaning, and which they have delivered as a 


ſuccinct, formal Declaration of their Faith; it is 


always counted juſt that the latter ſhould be ta- 
| ken 
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ken as explan atory to the former; to deny an Au- 
thor this J uſticc, would be deny ing him the Right 
of explaining his own Meaning, and what I am 


perſwaded your Lordthip, and your V indicator, 


would think an extreme Hardſhip it either your 
elf or him were debarred the Liberty ot explain” 


ing your Lordſhip's Charge on the Quakers, 


which | is the Foundation of this 0 ontroverty. 


The third Head, I humbly 0 that 


though your Vindicator has made ſuch a Buitic 


about the Quakers : alle gorizing away the outward 
Facts of Curisr, and which ke has wattel a 


great many Pages 3 oft b aper in attempting to prove, 
yet he has in this very Head knocked all on the 


Head he has becn doing, tor he ſays that * the 
Quakers in general ajjert that theſe outward þac's 
were hiefty 1 typical of the Operations of CHRIS r 
within; ſo that he allows here that the Quakers 


do atiert the outward Facts of CurirsT, bur 
that they are chiefly typical of the Operations , 
CurIsT within, It they did not acknows= 


"vg 


ledge and atlcrt the outward F acts, | do not Ke 


how they could plead thoſe Facts chiefly type. 


of the Operations of Cur1st within, Thus, _ 
Lord, you fe: your Author's Reatoning ; the 
Quakers allegorize away the outward 17 acts ot 
CHRIST, and thev do not allegorize them away; 
they atlert them, and deny them; they believe 
them, and disbelieve them; and thete Contra- 
dictions run pretty much through his Perior- 
mance, jult as his Humour ail Fancy takes, or 
he fin s it pertinent to his important Under- 
taking of vindicating your Lordſhip. 


* Vind, pag 149. 
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4. The Quakers, ſo far as I can find, no more 
prefers the ſpiritual aud inward CHRIS to the 
outward one, than does the pious Dr. More, as 
has been ſhewn ; nor indeed can there be any 


Preference, becauſe he is by them conſidered as 


but one CHRIST, whereas your Author inſinu- 
ates two, an outward CHRIS, and an inward 
Cnr1sT, which they conſider only as different 
Manifeſtations of the fame Cn r1sT, his outward 


 Manifcſtation when he was upon Earth and ap- 


peared amongſt Men, and his inward Manifeſta- 
tion in the Minds of Men : And it is this internal 
Knowledge of Curls T which is by them and 


Dr. More pleaded tor ; without which, a bare 
| hiſtorical Knowledge of CHRIS r's outward 


Maniteftation and Perlormances, will not avail 


any thing, as appcars by the Quotations of the 


{aid Author in the molt direct and plain manner. 


The 5th Head I need take no further Notice 
of, the Anſwer to that, being contained in the 
toregoing. 


6th, That the Juabers aud Mr. Woolſton more 


particularly agree in allegorigiug away CHRIST'S 


pojittee Tuflitation of the two Sacraments. This, I 
ſuppoſe, is a Miſtake of your Lordſhip's Author, 
for the Quakers cannot agree with Mr. I oolſton 


or any other Perſon in 4/legorizing away CHRIST'S 
poſitice Iiſtitution of the Sacraments, tor they ex- 
preſsly deny themro be CurisT's Inſtitution; and 
therefore it Mr. VH. did allegorize them away, it 


is to be ſuppoſed he believed them to be CHRIS x's 
ſitive Inſtitution, which the Quakers do not, 


and there fore cannot be an Agreement in this 
Particular between them. But the Quakers plead 


| for the moral and ſpiritual Nature of what your 


Author calls Sacraments; that is, the inward 
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and ſpiritual Grace which the Epiſcopal Cate- 
chiſm ſays thoſe Sacraments are the outward and 


| viſible Signs of. The 7th and $th Heads are too 


trifling to deſerve an Anſwer, for can it be ſup- 
poſed, that if they did not believe Rewards and 
Puniſhments, they would tie themſelves down to 
ſuch ſtrict Rules upon the Account of Conſcience, 


in which they cut themſelves off the Immunities 


and Priviledges equal with their Fellow-Subjccts: 


And no leſs trifling is the other; would it be equal 


Policy to depreciate aud villify the Authority of 
the Holy Srriptures, when they 1 to that 
Authority for the Proof of their known Princi- 


ples; how could they expect any Succeſs by ap- 


pealing to the Authority of a Book which they 


depreciate and villify, That the Quakers and 


Mr. V. agree in their Notions about the Pricits, 
is not conteſted 3 and ſo do a great many honeſt 
orthodox Churchmen. 


I have now gone through and replied to the 
moſt material Heads, from which your Author 


: prope to draw his Parallel between the Qua- 


ers and Mr. Moolſton, in which your Lordſhip 


will give me leave to ſay he diſcovers to me a 
| Meanneſs which ſhould not accompany a Vindi- 


cator of the Biſhop of Litchfield. 


I ſhall now return to examine the moſt impor- 


tant Reaſons your Author produces, why the 


publick Declaration of the Quakers before men- 
tioned ought not to be received as a genuine De- 
claration of their Faith, and therefore ought not 
to be admitted as any Weight in the Scale for 
them. 3 5 5 
1. * He ſays, it is not pretended by their own 


HIſlorian, that this their more publick Confeſſion of 


* Vid. fag. 90. 
K 2 Faith 
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Faith was an At of their ce Hoy, but was 

6 17 ed by Heri -e Pe. „ of wh ch G. 
'' Whitchead was one, and indect je des nit affirnt 
#4 5 i d fined ud afered io the Paritament 
either in 1 Name of err Wile Heady, or FAT they 
frad dt. auc ii Poder 4 rae [0 th, \Ciiky fS the Re- 
fats erke of heir Buy 6 OH; daercd as [pre ead 
thro ot the Hor 570 ut it dan 10 effe. t but 
the Declaration of 77 J-one priviie [er fons. 


2. Toat the critical (uE, of tt e Quakers, 
at tat fanciure it 1607, {Hitt i, ds Je) dee 
rendered odions ta the Pailick G. Keith's re- 
peated Charge nh, them © | deiyrag an outward 
CUuRIST, nd GS 7HCY ONE ite "fed of oeiuiautſin 
{y . Bugg 41d oltirs - H, j,, as they were 
4% of s of P6017 extinfpted (row taking Outs ——— 

Theſe 2 Cie inſt ANCES which CC eee ar that Tile 
way icifondbly t e /ippoſed to ate influenced thei 


777 22 A l:ttle AYE and D. iſe ill their [aid Cope. 


felon. 


z. That the Chriftian Do: ine of the People cal- 
ted Quakers, Cat ated t tor the clearing „en, from 
the \cardal of ti eir Divilens in America, Go, 
Hi. 5 WAs 8 N path N 1 17¹ the Cant Terr 
1603, and . 4 4 by eight Perſeus, of hom G. W. 
was the Chef, was Y cenſtrrable for un hriſtiun 
Pojitions, 0 and FAR arizht De ſim, IS i. nta:nins 
the 10 Nece/fity of the K note e of, or Fuith in au 
outward Cu RTS r. 


4 That their Bel aviourt OW ards G. Keith, tHe 


76 67l 2 Ae 58 ” Sx i #1 {O36 44 Pers £ ir 1 ther Set, it 75 


well known bein jrom that Writer's een Account of 


the Previous Trans ions relating to Pun in Peaſil- 


vania, ard ob the Tiolent Opportis 4 made there 70 


» 


Lis Dorit, as well as from Gerard Croc 
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Hiſtory of Quakeriim, (who was 4 Calviniſtical 
Diriue in Holland, and generally more impartial 
on this and other Occaſions, except where the Biſhops 
and Clerry of the Church of England are coucerued, 
than the Quaker Hiſtorian Sewcl, as well as more 
pirticular inthe Riſe of the Keithian Conteſt) it is 
clear aud evident, lays your Author, that the 
fret Diſpute in Penſilvania «was about the Neceſſity 
of bel, eving, in order to Salvation in an out ward 
Cunts, - the very Perſon born of the Vir- 
nia Mary, and «ho as perſonally united to the God- 


p lead, is the true CHRIST This Doctrine was . 
— | mamtaianed hy G. K. and his Followers, as eſſeutial 
1 | 70 Cirijhanity 5, and it was oppoſed there by bis Ad- 
72 | tTerſtiies — and an this, as his diſlingniſhing Doc 
0 trine, Gn. Keith was barvaroryly treated, and on 
os | deianed by d Minerty, aud that too in opp3/it:011 70 
1C 2 great Namner that acquitted him afterwards, | [701 
ia lis Eneiates there he veturncd into E. „gland 77 
* 1693 or 94. Upon his Return he maintained the 
fame Doarine——and w4s excommunicated by their 
Society for maintaining the Neceſſity of Lelieviny in 
al- an outward Cnu1sT :n order to Sulvation ; and 
011k even [rom the Chriſtian Doctrine of the Quakers 
cc. | recorded in Sewel, which that Hiſtorian acknow- 
er ledges was drawn 1p and publiſhed two Years in 
W. 1693. 
11 * 
ins 6. Ij Hat is dec. Te, lays your Author, of the 
An Inſiucerity of the/e Vartan Quakers who {irncd 
the foreſaid Conte ee Fuith which was off f. "4 to 
the Parliament iu 1692, ts, that ſome tconſifent 
the Declarations were ade by their Body, or at leaſt 
tis IN # the Repreſentaiites of it, aſter the Date of their 
wt of ſaid Publick Con eſſ on; namely, that they fill ad- 
aſil- here to the Dodr:ies uud 7 Teffrmonites of * Pre- 
e to deceiſſ ers, from the very “ cih, This Declara- 
58 tion is extant in il eie Jear 5 Ep Ale in 1696. 
1ſiory I thall 
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J ſhall now, my Lord, beg leave to make ſome 
Remarks on the particular Heads, in which [ 
aim at your Lordſhip's Satisfaction, and to do 
Juſtice to the Qaters, who, I conceive, are very 
much injured. | SY 


1. Your Author labours to take off the Force 
that this publick Declaration of rhe 2uakers be- 
fore mentioned would have in their Favour con- 
ſidered as a Body, by ſuggeſting, that it was not 
the Act of the whole Body, but /igned by thirty-one 
private Perſons, and that it was not offered to the 
Parliament in the Name of the Body, or that the 
Perſons who preſented it had any Power delegated 
to them as their Repreſentatives. 


When there is all the Reaſon that can be re- 
quired in ſuch a Caſe to believe, it was preſent- 
ed by the common Conſent of the Society, becauſe 
the Perſons who ſigned and preſented it were 
Perſons of the moſt Eminency in that Socicty, and 
who were moſtly concerned in any publick Mat- 
ters which related to the Body, both in their Ad- 
dreſſes to the Crown, and in their Solicitations 
to Parliament, the latter ot which particularly 
appears at the Cloſe of the Conteffion in Sewse!'s 
Hiftory, pag. 650, in their Requeſt © tor Leave 
© to be given to bring in a Bill tor their Affirma- 
© tion'; which the Parliament accepted and con- 
ſidered as a Petition of the People called Quakers, 
and Refolved accordingly, and did not call in 
Queftion their Sincerity in their Conſeſſion ot 
Faith, as your uncharitable Adverſary has donc. 


Beſides, if I am informed right, the Ynakers 
had then, as they have now, a Meeting which 
they Call a Mecting for Sulferings, in which they 
conſider and deliberate on the Sutferings of their 

; Brethren 


14Rers 
which 
1 they 

their 
cthren 
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Brethren, on the Account of Conſcience, for not 
paying Tythes, who are perſecuted and proſecu- 


| red by the Chrittian Clergy for very ſmall Sums, 


and run to a vaſt Expence, and oftentimes to 
Goal. This Meeting, I find, is conſtituted of 
Perſons choſen as Repreſentatives of the Yuakers 
trom all Parts of the World, where there are any 
of theſe People; and this Meeting it is that trant- 
acts the more important Points relating to their 
Body in the Abſence of their Yearly Mecting, 
both in addreſſing the Crowned Head, and ſoli- 
citing the Parliament, Cc. And of this Mceting, 
I conceive, thoſe Perſons were who ſigned this 
Confeſſion and by whoſe Authority they preſent- 


| ed it to Parliament, and petitioned for an Affir- 


mation. 


But after all, my Lord, if your Author would 
be ſo good-natur'd as to allow it to be a ſincere 
Declaration of Faith, it would certainly clear 


| thoſe Perſons who ſigned and preſented it to the 


Parliament, who mutt be conſidered as Heads or 
Leaders of the Yuakers, from the Charge of De- 


iſm; and as to the Body of Common Quulers, your 


Author ſays they are not charged, and therefore, 


ſtand not in need of any Evidence to clear them; 
but he objecting the Evidence of this Declara- 
tion for the Body, ſuggeſts to me that he con- 
ceives they are charged, though he ſays they are 


not. Upon the whole, unleſs your Vindicator 


can ſhew that this Declaration was ſigned and 


publiſhed without the Couſcat of the Body of 


Naters, as the Perſons who ſigned it were ot 
the higheſt Rank, and moſt eminent amongtt 


them, and concerned in the moſt important 
Affairs of their Socicty, it muſt be conſidered 
not as the Declaration of thirty-ninc private 


Perſons only, but of the whole Society, and more 


4d 
eſog- 
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eſpecially, as it agrees with a Declaration more 
particularly publithed tor the Body, which 1 
thail produce in its placc. 


2. That the critical (urcumſtauces of the Yuakers 
at that time iu the Caſe of Keith and Bugg— C- 
carring, myſt reaſonably be ſuppoſed to have 1 
finenced them to uſe a little 4s and Diſzuiſe, is 
not ſuch a 7:4/0uaVle nor juſt thing to ſuppoſe. 


It is true, theſe Circumſtances, or that of Keith, 
might occaiion them to declare in an expreſs man- 
ner their Faith in the out ward Facts of CR IS; 
but that they inſincerely did it, is a molt barba- 
rous Conſtruction, when they had in the moſt 
lolemn manner ſet forth their Declaration, as Wil! 
appear in one J am to produce immediately. 


3. That the Chriflian Dodriue of the Quakers, 
calculated for the clearing them from the Scaudal of 
their Didiſious in America, was juſtly cenſurable 
for unchriftian Poſitions, and downright Deiſm, as 
maintaining the no Neceſſity of the Knowledge of or 
Bel:ef in an outward CHRIST. This your Au- 
thor attempts to prove by producing part of that 
Declaration previouſly publithed to the other in 
the Ycar 1693. But in this I mutt charge him 
with ignorantly or willtully abutting the Quakers, 
tor in the firſt place he has not quoted the Place 
entire, but has made ſcveral Brakes, and particu- 
larly in one place he has left out eighteen Lines, 

which ſo fully explains their Meaning, as that it 
would have been againſt him to produce; and 
were I not tcartul ot tireing your Lordſhip's Pa- 
tience, I would produce the Place entire, to thew 
your Author's Injuitice ; but it may ſuffice to 
obſerve, thut in the Place quoted, they were ſet- 
ting forth th: Condition that Men might be in 


who 
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who had not the outward Knowledge of CHRIST, 
and that virtually, they living a ſincere godly 
Lite in proportion to the Means of Knowledge, 
they might be conſidered as Chriſtians, though 
not formally and directly fo, as appcars in one 
place vour Author has thought fit to leave out, 
which is thus: * We canmnor reaſonably think a 


„ fincere pious or godly Man wholly void of 


Chriſtianity of what Nation ſoever he be, be- 


cauſe none can come to God or Godlincts but 
© by Cnxrsr, by his Light and Grace in them. 
( 


* Yet we grant, if there be ſuch pious ſincere 
Men or Women, as have not the Scripture or 
Knowledge or CnrlsT as outwardly cruci- 
fied, Sc. they are not pertect Chriſtians in all 


ſtanding, all Points of Doctrine outward Pro- 
1 tellion of CHRIST.“ | | 


The whole Place is built on a Suppoſition of 
ſincere godly Men who have not the Advantage 
of the outward Knowledge of CRHNHSH, and they 
take the charitable Side of the Queſtion, that 
ſuppoſing there arc ſuch Men who live according 
to what is made known to them; they doubt not 
they arc intlucnced to it by the univerfal Grace 
or Spirit ol Cr: RSH, and may theretore be con- 
hdered as Chriſtians in Nature and Kind, though 
not in eutward Protethon ; fo that the vo Nece//ity 
of the Knowledge of and Relief in an outward 
CHRIST is by them not extended ro regard thotæ 
who have the Necans of that Knowledge; but 
that 1t cannot be pleaded 43 abſolutely necciſary 
to the Salvation ot thoſe People who have not 
the Means ot that Knowledge, tur otherwile it 


would be, as they well obſerve in the tame places, 


eto truſtrate God's good End aut Promile of 
+ CHRIST, and his tree and univerſal Love wil 


L Grace 


| Pertections, as in all Knowledge and Under- 
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« Grace to all Mankind in ſending his Son.” It 
would, in ſhort, make the Benefit of CHRIS T's 
Death commenſurate with the outward Know- 
ledge of him; which uncharitable Suppoſition 


the Ynakers was there ſubſtantially and chriſtian- 
ly guarding againft, 


But, my Lord, this Declaration is ſo far from 


being chargeable with Deiſm, that, when I read 


it over, I confeſs I bluſh'd tor your Vindicator's 
Partiality, when it contains a plain and direct 
Declaration of their Belief of the literal Facts of 


CxRIST in the moſt ſolemn manner; and if 


Men who ſhall declare in ſuch a Manner be 


_ chargeable with Deiſm, then no Chriſtian who 
happens to be attacked by your Author can fail 


of that Charge. 


1 muſt here preſume a little farther on your 
Lordſhip's Patience, to do the 1 Juſtice in 
the Eyes of the World, to tranſcribe ſome par- 
ticular Paſſages from that Declaration, by which 
if we are to underſtand Mens Minds by their 
Words, it cannot fail of being an irrefragable 
Argument on their Side, which is as follows. 


& Wbhereas diverſe Accounts have been late- 
« 1y publiſhed in Print of ſome late Diviſion and 
« Diſputes between ſome Perſons under the Name 
« of Quakers in Penſifvania, about fundamental 


« Doctrines of the Chriſtian Faith, &c.— 


* 


« We therefore, in Behalf of the ſaid People, 


gas to the Body of them, and for all of them, 
« who arc lincere to God, and faithful to their 
„ Chriſtian Principle and Proſeſſion — to remove 


* Sewel's Hiſtory, pag. 642. 
« the 
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the Reproach, and all cauſeleſs Jealouſies con- 
cerning us touching thoſe Doctrines of Chri- 
ſtianity ; —in relation whereunto, We do, in 
the Fear of God, and in Simplicity and Plain- 
neſs of his Truth received, folemnly and fin- 
cerely declare what our Chriſtian Belief and 
Profeſſion has been, and ſtill is, in reſpe& to 
Jesus CxRIS T, the only begotten Son of 
God, his Sufferings, Death, Reſurrection, 
Glory, Light, Power, great Day of Judg- 


ment, &c. 


« We fincerely profeſs Faith in God by his 


only begotten Son Jesus CHRIS r, as bein 

our Light, Lite, our only Way to the Father, 
and allo our only Mediator, and Advocate 
with the Father. . 


fThat God created all Things; he made the 
Worlds by his Son Jes us CHRIST, he being 
that powerful living word of God, by whom 

all things were made, and that the Father, the 


Word, and the Holy Spirit, are one in divine 


Being, inſeparable; one true, living and eter- 


nal God, bleſſed for ever. 


« Yet that this Word, or Son of God, in the 


Fullneſs of Time, took Fleſh, became perfect 
Man, according to the Fleſh, deſcended and 


came of the Secd of Abraham and David, but 


was miraculouſly conceived by the Holy Ghoſt, 
and born of the Virgin Mary; and alſo further 
declared powertully to be the Son of God, ac- 
cording to the Spirit of Sanctification, by the 
Reſurrection from the Dead, and that as Man 


CurisrT died tor our Sins, roſe again, and 


was received up into Glory in the Heavens, 
Hc having, in his dying for all, been that one 
8 2H 2 
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great univerſal Offering and Sacrifice tor Peace, 
Atonement and Reconciliation between God 
and Man: And he 1s the Propitiation not tor 
our Sins only, but tor the Sins of the whole 
World; we were reconciled by his Death, bur 


4 ſaved by his Lite, 


« That Ir. sus Cuni1s . "who litteth at the 
right Hand of the I hrone of the Majcity in 

the Heavens, yet he is our King, High Prieſt, 
and Prophet in his Church; the Niiniſter 9 


the Sanctuary. He is Intercetior and Advo- 


cate with the Father in Heaven, and there ap- 
pearing in the Preſence of God tor us, being 
touched with the Feeling of our Infirmitics, 
Suiterings and Sorrows. | 


„ For any whom God hath vified, and called 
ſincerely to preach Faith in the ſame Cu RTS T; 
both as within, and without us, cannot be to 
ok two Cnxisrs, but one and the fame 

o RD JESUS CurisT, having Reſpect to 
thote Degrees of our ſpiritual Knowledge of 


incakable 


— Fanecſs in us, and to his own un- 


ulneſs and Glory, as in himſclf, 


his own entire Being, wherein CunrtstT * 


telt, and the leait Mcaturc of his Light or Liſe 
a3 in us or in Mankind, arc not divided nor ſe- 

arable, no more than the S is from its own 
PS — His Fulneſs cannot be comprchend- 


ed or containcd in any finite Creature, but in 


{me meaſure known and experienced in us. 


« Beds ſinccrely conſeſs and believe in IE svs 


AFRILIST, both as he is truc God, an 3d pertect 
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“That Divine Honour and Worſhip is due to 
„ the Son of God, and that he is in true Faith tq 
be prope unto —becauſe of the Glorious Uni- 
on or Oneneſs of the Father and the Son, and 
that we cannot acceptably offer up Prayers and 
Praiſes to God, nor receive a gracious Anſwer 
or Bleſſing from God but in and through his 
dear Son CHRIS r. 


„That true and living Faith in CARISF 
Jesv s, the Son of the Living God, has re- 
i ſpect to his entire Being and Fulneſs, to him 
entirely as he js in himſelf, and as all Power in 

Heaven and Earth is given unto him, and alſo 
ö * an Eye and Reſpect to the ſame Son of God, 

* as inwardly making himſelf known in the Soul, 
« — whereby he is the immediate Cauſe and 


00 


| Author, Object and Strength of our living 
ö Faith. — 5 e 
) . 
- « For the Doctrine of the Reſurrection; if in 
0 « this Life only we have hope in CHS r, we are 
5 © of all Men the moſt miſtrable. We lincerely 
- * belicve, not only a Reſurrection in CarrsT 
n from the fallen ſinful State here, but ariling and 
- aſcending into Glory with him hercaiter, that 
& when at laſt He appears, we may appear with 
= him in Glory. — 
n | 
— « But that all the Wicked, who live in Rebel- 
in * lion againſt the Light of Grace, and die finally 

| impenitent, ſhall come torth to the Reſurrec- 
: * tion of Condemnation. 
4 8 
8 : And that the Soul or Spirit of every Man 


and Woman ſhall be reſerved in its own diſtin 
and proper Being, (ſo as there ſhall be as many 

souls in the World to come as in this) and 2 
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that very Declaration of Faith publiſhed by the 


Juſtly cenſurable for unchriftian Poſitions and downs 


which has ſo well furniſ 
defend my ſeit and clear the 2yakers; for although 


till your worthy Author recommended me to 
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« Seed (yea every Soul) ſhall have its own pro- 
« per Body as God is pleaſed to give it.— 


« That this bleſſed heavenly Man, this Son of 


4 Man, who hath ſo deeply ſuffered, and endu- 


« red ſuch great Indignities and Perſecutions from 
« his Adverſaries (both to himſelf, and his Mem- 


bers and Brethren) ſhould at laſt, even in the 
'9 


&« laſt and great Day, ſignally and maniteſtly ap- 


4 pear in Glory and Triumph, attended with all 


« his glorious heavenly Hoſt and Retinue before 
« all Nations, before his Enemies, and thoſe that 
“ have denied him to their great Terror and A- 
« mazcment; that this glorious heavenly Man 
“ and his Brethren that have been ſo much con- 
« temned and ſet at nought, ſhould be thus ex- 
« alted over his Enemies and Perſecutors, in 
2 8 and Triumph, is a righteous thing with 
A 


Theſe Articles, my Lord, are taken out ol 


nakers in 1693, which your Author ſays was 


righi Deiſin. But by what I have laid before your 

Lordſhip, you will readily determine whether 
ſuch Articles of Faith ever ſtand in the Creed of 

a Deiſt; I muſt however return my Thanks to B 

your Vindicator for quorng that Declaration M 

ed me with Materials to Li 

anc 


I had read moſt part of Sete / before, yet I never 
had the Fortune to light upon this Declaration 


It. 


I return now to the 4th Article relating to the 
Nuakers Behaviour towards G. Keith, which a 
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built on falſe Facts, which your Author ſays was 
about the no Neceſſity of believing in order to Salva= 
tion in au outward CHRIST, aſſerted by Keith - 
whereas the Yyakers did not aſſert the no Neceſſity 
of believing in an outward Curlsrt, where the 

cans of that Belief was attainable, but that the 
Belief in an outward CHRIS could not be con- 
ſidered as neceſſary to the Salvation of that Peo- 


ple, who had not the Means of obtaining the 


Knowledge of an outward CxxrsT: And this 
1s what 1s contained in that Part of the forecited 
Declaration quoted by your Vindicator as un- 


| chriſtian and downright Deiſin. 


There is no doubt but that G. Keith did endea- 


| your to poſſeſs the World with a Notion that the 


9akers were unſound in the Particular above no- 
ted, which is ſtrange that he ſhould, after he had 


| fo aſſuredly declared to Dr. More, that © he and 


the reſt of the Yuakers did heartily believe the 
« Hiſtory of the Goſpel in the literal Senſe of it:“ 
But I leave to your Lordſhip which Declaration 
You will pleaſe to believe true, either that when 
he was a Jaber, quoted in Dr. More's Letter, 
or that after he revolted and left that People. 


However Mr. Keith did not go unreplicd to: 
But I find him very judiciouſly anſwered by one 


Mr. Dan. Philips, mentioned occaſionally in this 


Letter, as well as by T. Ellwood, who critically 


and nicely diſſected him. 


The Reaſon of Keith's being excommunicated, 
was by publickly declaring himſelſ an Enemy to 
the Yuakers, and uſing them in a Manner becom- 
ing the moſt inveterate Adverſary ; this drew on 
him the Cenſure of Excommunication from that 

People, 
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People, and not for maintaining the Neceſſity of 
believing in an outward CHRIS TH in order to 
Salvation, in a ſuppoſed O * to the Ma- 
ters, whom he either dired y charged (or ſug- 
geſted) with disbelieving the Facts relative to an 
outward CHRIS, and this after he had aſſured- 
ly declared they did believe © the Hiſtory of the 
Goſpel in the literal Senſe of it,” as has been be- 
tore obſerved. «+» 


But your Author is pleaſed to give the Pre- 
ference to Gerard Croeſe, who he brings as a morc 
impartial Hiſtorian than Sewel, yet I think every 
impartial Reader muſt fee the Partiality of your 
Vindicator in quoting him as an impartial Writer 
againſt the Yuakers. And ſurcly your Lordſhip 
cannot forbear ſmiling to ſee what great Affec- 
tion your Advocate has for the Biſhops and Clergy 
of the Church of England; that though he will 
allow Gerard Croeſe to write partially again/t 
the Quakers, and on other Occaſions, yet he will 
not allow him todo fo where the Biſbops aud Clergy 
of the Church of Englaud are concerned. Strang: 
Affection! and Prepoſſeſſion indeed! to quote 4 
partial Writer againſt the Biſhops and Clergy as 
an impartial Writer againſt the poor Yuakers, 
and on any other Occaſions, and this againſt an 
Hiſtorian who ſcems to have writ with the utmoſt 
Caution and Impartiality, as well to the Clergy 
of the Church of England as in the Hiſtory of 
that People he proſeſſed to belong to. 


6. N Hat is deciſive, ſays your Advocatc, of the 
Iiſincerity of thoſe thirty-one Quakers who fipnes 

the foreſaid Confeſſion of Faith, which nas offered 
to the Parliament in 1693, is, that ſome mncon- 
ſiſtent Declarations were made by their Body, or at 
b by the Repreſentatives of it, after the Date g 
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the ſaid publick Confeſſiou And to prove this, he 


produces two Declarations extant in thetr yearl 

Epiſtles in 1696 and 16959, and a Pattage prbliſhed 
in the Postman :4 Fan. 1699, Which Declara- 
tions and Patlage in the Poſt-man amount to this, 
« that they recommended their Peopic to hold 
“ up their Chriſtian Proicition, (which they phraſe 
« the holy Leſtimony of Iruth) and to perſevere 
« in their antient and Chriitian Teſtimony in all 
« the ſeveral Parts ol ir, and that they did not que- 
« ftion but to acquit their antient Friends and 
„their Writings from thoſe black Charges of 
« Blaſphemy, &c. not being conſcious of devia- 


ting in any one Point ot Doctrine from what 


« they firſt held.” 


This is the Purport of what your Vindicator 
has brought as deciſive of the Infincerity of the 
thirty-ove Quakers iu the foreſaid Declaration de- 
livered to the Parliament. 


x 


But to me it appears deciſive it has nothing to 


do with it, any farther than to ſhew their Since- 


rity in abiding by the Chriſtian Doctrines of their 
antient Friends, tor theſe Patlages do not con- 
tain any contrary Declarations of Faith to that 
publick Conſeſſion, or indeed any Articles of 
Faith at all, but only recommends their People 
to perſevere in the Doctrines beſore believed by 
their antient Friends. 


Your Author founds what he calls Deciſeve up- 
on the Tcttimontes which he has exhibited, in his 
Performance, and takes tor granted, that they 
are glaringly inconſiſtent with the 4cknowledament 
of the Facts of an outward ss, which is ſo far 
trom being granted him, that the Authoricy of 
many cf thoſe have been called in queſtion, as 
M . your 
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our Lordſhip has ſeen in the fore- part of this 
Be ſo that except the Quakers did acknow- 
ledge or believe that the Tettimonies and Doc- 
trines of their antient Friends were inconſiſtent 
with the Acknowledgment of the outward Facts 
of Jesvs, (as your Author atlerts) and directed 
their People in their yearly Epiſtles to a Perſeve- 
rance in thoſe Doctrines, it cannot be deci/rre of 
any Inſincerity of thoſe who ſigned that publick 
Confeſſion. 85 5 


Hut it appears by their Writings they on the 
contrary have always underſtood and defended 

their antient Friends, as belicving the outward 
Facts of CHRIST, as well as the internal Mani- 
ſeſtation of his Spirit, and therefore it is fairly to 
be concluded they did not recommend their Peo- 
ple to perſevere in a Disbelict of thoſe Facts, in 
which your Author ſuppoſes their Infincerity lay, 
or rather in declaring their Belief in the outward 
Facts of Cux1sr, in the foreſaid Publick Con- 
feſñon, and atterwards directing to a Perſeverance 
in the Disbelieſ ot them, as being conſiſtent with 
the Teſtimonics of their anticnt Friends. 


begin now to fear I ſhall tire your Lordſliipꝰs 
Patience with the Length of this Letter, and yet 
Imuſt beg leave to make a few Remarks upon 
your Author's Interpretation of the Texts of 
_ Scripture mcntioncd in my former Letter. 


The firſt is, * 2 Cor. xii, 5. Examine your 
& {cIves, whether ye be in the Faith; prove your 


© own ſelves; know ye not your own ſelves, 


2 


0 


how that JESUS C HAI 1 is in you, except 
C 


ye be Reprobates,” The Difference de- 


* 


* Vind. pag. 175. 


pending 
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ing between your Author and the Letter-Writer 
in this Placc, is, principally about interpreting 
the Prepolition *, whether it ought to be ren- 
dercd in, or among; your Author ſeems ſenſible 
that it neceſſarily ſignifies in, in pag, 178, where 
he ſays, Aud as to any Pretence that the Prepofi= 


tion i meceſſarily ſignifies in, whoever conſuits his 


Concordance will find that it frequently ſignifies 
with, and among, in Holy Scripture; all chat 
he pleads in Bar to the neceſſary Signification of 
the Prepoſition, is, that it frequently ſignifies with, 
or among, in Holy Scripture, which though grant- 
ed that it is ſometimes rendered fo, yet it muſt 
be conſidered, that, that Signification is put on 


it when the Senſe of the Place will not ſuffer it to : 
be interpreted, in, but that the neceſſary Signifi- 


cation is in, which he cannot diſpute, and in this 


Place muſt be rendered ſo to make Senſe of St. 


Paul's Words. 


In the third Verſe of the ſame Chapter he ſays, 
“Since ye ſeek a Proof of CHRIS T's ſpeaking 
in me, which to you-ward is not weak, but 
mighty in you; from whence it appears, that 
there were ſome of the Corinthians who ſcemed 
to ſcruple St. Paul's Apoſtleſhip, and whether he 
ſpoke by the Authority of Cur1s rt, notwith- 
ſtanding he had before confirmed it by Miracles, 
and had by thoſe Miracles and his Preaching 
brought them to Belict of the Chriſtian Faith, 


vet they till wanted and ſought a Proof of 


CanxlsT ſpeaking in and by him. To anſwer 
which, and effectually to remove their Doubt, he 
very naturally reters them to a Proot which would 
not admit of any Oppolition, . Examine your 
** ſ{clves whether you be in the Faith; prove 
* your own ſelves ; know ye not your own felves 
how that JesuUs CRHRIS r is in you, except ye 
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c be Reprobates; and if CnxrisrT be in you, 


« that will be a Proof to you of CHRIS A ſpeak- 
« in me; and this appears to be the natural 
Senſe ot the Place. 


Your Author takes a dillercnt Mcthod to inter- 
pret this Text, but what Authority he has more 


than his own, and what Right he has to impoſe 
his Interpretation more than any other, I fee 


not; it your Loidihip, or any other Biſhop, had 
thought proper to hu given ſuch an Interpre- 
tation, I might not have preſumed to have called 
it in Queſtion, but as (tor what I know) it may 
be the Interpretation of lome petty Pariſh Prieſt, 
who has preſumed to take upon him your Lord- 
ſhip's Vindication without your Knowledge, I 
oppoſe it, and eſpecially as T apprchend J have ſe- 


veral Commentators on my Side, which pag. 179 he 


ſuppoſes the Q;2kers, and my ſelf as an Advocate 
for them, want; they ought (he ſays) to cultivate 


ſacred Criticiſ a little more than they have uſually 


done, not ouly with the Help of the Spirit, but with 
ſome 5kilful Commentators , which skilfal Commmens 
tators, if they happen to be of the Side of the 
Duakers, perhaps he will uſe his Sacred Criticiſm 
to comment upon them in the fame ſenſcleſs Man- 
ner he has on the Texts now in queſtion, 


I ſhall not examine every part of his Comment 
on this Text, ior that would make a {mail Vo- 


lume, but ſhall take the moſt obvious Senſe of his 


Words; though it cannot avail much to fay any 
thing in anſwer to it, for that is only oppoſing 
my Interpretation to his; but what ought to be 
deciſive in this Matter, is, the Opinion of ſome 
skillſul Commentators, which after I have made 
2 fe Remarks, I ſhall infert, 


Your 
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Your Author, upon the Place & Examine your 
« ſelves whether ye be in the Faith, &c.“ lays, 
i. e. by the Miracles done among you, and the va- 
rious Gifts conferred upou you, how that CRHRISF 
is 1} you, except ye be Reprobates, That is, that 
Jesus CRRIS 75 among hon, unleſs you be ſo far 


rejected of God that he has withdrawn thoſs Gifts 


from you, where the "Prepoſition ©: muſt unavoidably 


ſignify (as it frequently does elſewhere) among, 


and not within you ; this is obviouſly a teigned 
Interpretation, to ſerve your Advocate's Purpoſe, 
as almoſt cycry common Reader mull fce. 


The Matter of their Examination related to 
two Points, 1. Lo examine themſelves whether 
they were in the Faith, which related to the Do- 
ctrines of Chriſtianity they had before learnt of 
the Apoſtle. 2. Jo prove thenifelves= © Know 
ye not your own ſelves, from whence he makes 
this Aſſumption, „how that [esus CurisrtT 
is in you, except ye be Reprobates, where there 
is a plain Diſtinction betucen the Examination of 
their being in the Faith, i. e. the Doctrine of 
CHRIS I without, and the proving themſelves 
relating to CRHRISH being in them; it was a 
perſonal Enquiry which every Man was to make 
in himſelt, and a Concluſion he was to come to 
by the Knowledge of himſelf, if it related to 
CHxI1st's being among them, by the Miracles 
which were performed by the Apoſtles; ſuch an 


Examination were not pertinent to the Cafe, he 


ſhould rather have directed to thoſe Miracles, or 
to enquire and diſcourſe one with another con- 
cerning the Proof that did ariſe from them rela- 
ting to CurIsT's ſpcaking in him, and being 
among them, and not have directed them to a 


private Examination of themſelves. If it were 


read according to your Author, I am afraid it 
would 
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would not be grateful to your Lordſhip's Ear; 
« Examine your ſelves whether ye be in the 
« Faith; prove your own ſelves; know ye not 
« your own ſelves, how that Cyuz1sT is among 
« you, except ye be Reprobates ? ” Which way 
of reading it would be very abſurd, as it was Selt- 
Examination they were directed to. 

Beſides, it could not otherwiſe be among them, 
than by a ſuppoſed divine Power aſſiſting the A- 
poſtle to the Performance of the Miracles he 


wrought, which could not relate to the Know- 


ledge of CHRIS r as to themſelves, but only to 
his Power exerted in the Performance of thoſe 
Miracles, and was not confidered by them at 
that time as a ſufficient Proof of the Apoſtle's 
Miſſion, ſeeing that after he had wrought them, 


they ſtill ſeek d a Proof of CHAIs T's ſpeaking 
in him, (which muſt, according to your Authors 
Interpretation, be read among him) and as the 


moſt natural way to convince them, he bids them 


gue themſelves, by which, if they were not 


eprobates, they would come to the Knowledge 


that Jzsvs CarrsT was in them, or elſe he might, 


with better Senſe and Succeſs, have directed them 
to his Miracles, and ſaid, Ve ſcek a Proof of 


<E Curisrt's ſpeaking in me.” I refer you to 
the Power of CHRIST manifeſted to and among 


you in the Pertormance of thoſe Miracles, and to 
the various Gifts (but I don't know what your 
Author means ” thoſe Words) conferred on you, 
that is, I ſuppoſe, by your receiving the Goſpel 
preached to you, and believing that the Miracles 
wrought were the Effect of infinite Power ; this 
would have been a natural Exhortation, if the 
Apoſtle had intended what your Vindicator ſug- 
geſts in his Paraphraſe, and had nothing further 
in view than only to inculcate that CurisrT was 
| among 


(e 


(e 


0 


Lord Biſpop of Litchfield and Coventry. 87 
among them, by his preaching to them, and the 


Miracles wrought among them. 


But it is plain he had Self. Examination in de- 


ſign when he directed them to examine them 


ſelves, which I ſhall ſupport, by laying before 


| your hyp | the Opinion of ſome 5kilful Com- 


mentators, and by which you will ſee whoſe Inter- 
pretation they favour, your Advocates, or the 


Letter-Writer. 


Clark's Annotations on 2 Cor. xiii. on 3d ver. 
This he has by manifeſting his Power in and 
among you by my Miniſtry in your Conver- 
« fion, Gifts, Oc.“ on 5th ver.“ You may find 
« a ſufficient Proof of my Calling and Authority 

in your ſelves, if you be true Believers, and 
therefore try that; — in the State of true Be- 
& lievers — don't you find that CHRITS T dwells 
in your Hearts by Faith.“ 


cc 


te 


Burkit on 2 Cor. xiii. 5. Here the Apoſtle 
adviſes the Corinthians, inſtead of enquiring 
after the Proof of CHRIS r in him, to examine 
whether they were in CAR IST themſelves; 
intimating to us, that ſuch are uſually the moſt 
backward to examine the State of their own 
« Souls, who are forward to enquire into the 
Spiritual State and Condition of others: You 
ſeek a Proof of CHRIS I in me, ſays the Apo- 
ſtle; Oh! rather prove and examine your 
ſelves— whether ye be converted to the Chriſ- 
tian Faith; whether the Faith of Cux1sT be 
in you; whether the Principle of Faith be in 
“your Hearts; whether the Power of Faith be 
in your Lives; whether your Faith be the Pa- 
« rent and Principle of Obedience, working 
Love, and working by Love. PO 
Dol 
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Pool on the ſame Place, © It is moſt common- 
« ly ſeen, that thoſe who are moſt buſy to deſire 


cc or enquire after a Proof of CHRIS in others, 


« are tardieſt in not making an Enquiry after 


<« Cxrisr's being in themſelves.— He com- 


« mcnds to them the Knowledge of themſclves 


ns being a far more deſirable Piece of Know- 
“ ledge than the Knowledge of other Men as to 


« what they arc, or what their State is towards 


„ God; in the Enquiry after this he bids them 


« enquire whether CHRIST was in them, yea, 


e or no; the Name of Crzr1sT was named upon 
« them in their Baptiſm; CarisT had been 


« preached to them; this the Apoſtle knew; 
but all this might be, and yet not CHRISTH 
« dwell in their Hearts by Faith. This is the 


« great Point the Apoſtle directs them to exa- 
« mine and prove themſclves, whether CHRIST 
„ was in them by a lively Faith, apprehended 


« and applicd as their Saviour, ruling and go- 
“ verning them as their Lord and King. He lets 
them know the Importance of this Enquiry, 
« 


them, if they were not Reprobates. 


Jou ſce, my Lord, that theſe Commentators 

are directly againſt your Author; and I may with 
more Reaton return on him, and fay, None but 
the groſſeſt Ignorance would put ſuch a ſenſeleſs Iu- 
terpretation on this Text; it is an Oppolition made 
to a fundamental Doctrine of the New Teſtament, 
and the Quakers by a mere Fingle of Words ; but 


if he will ſtill inſiſt that this Interpretation is falſe, 
which he has aſſerted in pag. 178, then he muſt 
accule thoſe Commentators as well as the Letter- 


Writer; and for my own part I am willing to 
bear his Cenſure, as I have ſuch good Company 
to be Partners with me. 1 
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I muft obſerve before I leave this Place, that 
the Hardſhip the poor 2uyakers lay under with 
your Author, relating to their underſtanding the 
Scriptures, is very extraordinary; they are fo 
—— as never to be thought in the Right by 
him ſometimes they are charged with allegori- 
zing away the Letter of the New Teftament ; 


an} in this Place, pag. 179, they are accuted 


with too ftrictly abiding by the Letter of it: They, 


fays your Advocate, to ftridly and literally inter- 
preted the Paſſage of Scripture relating to Oaths, as 


ell as made Tythes weerly Levitical ; and this he 
has faid with the Air of a Bifhop, ailuming to 
himſelf the Right of determining, when they do 
allegor!ze away the Scripture, and when they too 
trietly and hteral'y interpret them. But can any 
f{crious Reader forbear ſmiling, that your Au- 


thor ſhould labour for about 178 Pages to prove 


the Ynakers allegorize away the literal Facts of 
5 nay, even the outward CHRIS H him- 
elt, and yet in Page 179 blame them tor too 
ſtrictly and literally interpreting the Sayings of 
that very Jesvs (in relation to Oaths and an 
hireling Prieſthood) whom, he ſays, they have loſt 


| the Belief of. 


The 2d Paſſage of Scripture taken notice of 
is Colofftans i. 27. To whom God would make 
„ known what is the Riches of the Glory of this 
« Myſtery among the Gentiles, which is CuxIST 
& in you, the Hope of Glory.” I ſhall not trou- 


ble your Lordſhip with any Obſervations of mine 
relating to this Text; I am fearful you will think 
me too tedious already, and thereſore ſhall content 


myſelf with producing the Opinion ot the before- 

uoted Commentators, which will be more deci- 
five than either your Author's, or my Interpre- 
tation of this or either of the Paſſages, 


N | Pet's 
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Pool's Annotations on Colof. i. 27, © He refers 
the Manifeſtation purely to God's good Will 
and Pleaſure — that having mentioned Saints, 
none might conceit it was foreſeen Faith, but 


the Colgſſiuus might value their Privilege, reve- 
rently receive that Grace which was not given 


to all; in ſhort, to reſtrain Curiolity, why 
God would not do it otherwiſe or ſooner, he 
cuts the Knots of all Queſtions, only by ſigni- 
tying his ſovereign Pleaſure; he would make 
it known elſewhere, Ephe/: i. 9. this Myſtery 
of his Will, according to his good R — 


Clearly and gloriouſly contracted in CuHRHST, 


who is the Object and Revealer of the Myſtery 
by his Spirit, the Glory whereof breaks forth 
with much more Splendour amongſt the Gen- 
tiles — All Glory before was but a Shadow to 
this — which is CHR ISH amongſt, for, or in 


them, . e. who not only was preached amongſt 
them, but whom they profeſſed, and who 
dwelt in them by Faith, the Revelation being 


accompanied with the Power of his Spirit in 


the tranſlating them by his glorious Power 
from the Kingdom of Da 


dom of Light. 


| Burkit on the Place, « Obſerve further what 


(e 
(e 
cc 


it was St. Pau! was appointed by God to 


preach to the Gentiles, namely, that great 
Myſtery of their Vocation and Calling; this 


he calls here a Myſtery, a rich Myſtery, a glo- 


rious Myſtery, a Myſtery hid from Ages, but 
now made manifeſt. Learn hence that the 


Doctrine of Salvation by IESVSCRHRIS r as a 


Redeemer, was long hid from the Knowledge 


« of the Gentilcs, and that at laſt they were 
brought to the Knowledge of Cuxisrt and the 


( 


Participation of the Goſpel-Priviledges, was a 
great 


rkneſs to the King 
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„great Myſtery, awfully to be admired, and a 


« glorious Mercy, with all Thankfulneſs to be 
acknowledged,“ to whom God would make 
known what is the Riches of the glorious Myſtery 
among the Gentiles, which is CHRIS r in you, the 


Hope of Glory. Which Goſpel preached amongſt 
you, and received and entertained by you, is 
« an Earneſt and Ground of your Hope and 
« Glory. Nate here, 1. That CHRIS v is in and 
among the Believers, he is among them by the 
Inhabitation of his Holy Spirit. Note 2. That 
« all true Believers, whilſt here on Earth, have 


an Hope of Glory. 3. That Cu «18 T's indwel- 
„ ling Preſence in the Souls of Believers by his 
Holy Spirit, is an Earneſt of that Glory. 


Clark on the ſame Place, «© The excceding great 
« and glorious Excellency of this Myttery, 


“ whercin he diſplays the unſearchable Treafures 
of his Grace and Mercy, and all his glorious 


Attributcs, not only preached among you 


« Faith and Holincſs; it is not ſo much by Rea- 
ſon of what CHRIS r has done for you, with- 


« out you, as by rcafon of what CHRIS, has 


done for you, within you, that you have any 


« Grounds of Hope, the only Foundation you 
have to build your Hope of Heaven upon. 


The third Text is Gal. iv. 19. © My little 


„Children, of whom I travail in Birth again till 


« Chriſt be formed in you.” Here your Advo- 


_ cate charges me with falſifying the Text, which 


I allure your Lordſhip, was not my Intention, 
nor do I tec how it can affect the Caſe fo as to 
give him Foundation to inſinuate I had fome art- 
ful Deſign in it. I am however of opinion, that 
6 N 2 3 


Mm 1 of the 1 he is in them by the 


Gentiles, but living and dwelling in you by 
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J am very ſafe in my Interpretation of that Place, 
having the Authority of br. More to add to the 
Commentators, who ſurely, as he has wrote a- 
gainſt the Quabers, he onght to be admitted as a 
good Evidence tor them; and all that is charge- 
able on the Naters and the Letter-Writer in 
their Senſe of this Lext, is chargeable on Dr, 
Aloe and the Commentators. 


Burkit's Annotations on Gal. iv. 19, „He 
«© compares himſelf to a Mother in Travail, un- 


« til he ſaw CHRIS , formed in their Hearts and 


« Lives: ” I travail in Birth till Cux ISN be formed 
in ou. Learn hence, (I.) That there is no 


« ſtronger Love, nor more endcared Affection, 
« between any Relations upon Earth, than be- 


« tween ſuch Miniſters of CHRIS and their be- 
loved People, as they have been happily inftru- 
mental to bring home to CHRIS r. Learn (2. 

« '] hat there is nothing in this World which the 
« fajithtul Minifers of CHRIS r do ſo paſſionate- 
« iy deiire, and aftectionately long of 0 as tO 
« tee CHRIST formed in the Hearts and Lives 
$ of their beloved Peopic.” 1 | 


And to this accords the other Commentators, 


and therefore ſhall not detain your Lordſhip with 


2 Tranſcription ; I ſhall only further trouble you 
on this Head, by ſhewing in what Senſe Dr. More 
underſtood this Text in his Diſcourſe upon 
Colcſe iii. 1. Thus have we good Warrant from 
« the Example of the Apoſtle to look upon the 


Fe 
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« Myſtery of Chriſtianity with — Eyes, 


the Birth, the Death, the Reſurrection, and 
Aſcenſion of our Saviour bodily have their 
Similitude ſpiritually in our Souls, the Birth 
« of CuRIS＋T a Reſemblance of CRRISsxr's bein 
* born in us, Gal. iv. 19. My little Children, of 
whom 
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« whom I travail in Birth again till Cx AIS be 
« formed in you So that Dr. More, though quo- 
« ted by your Lordſhip as an Adverſary of the 
« Yuakers, is on their Side in his underſtanding 
this Text of Scripture.” _ 


I come now to the 4th and laſt Paſſage of Scrip- 
ture brought by me in my former Letter, to 
which your Author cannot make the fame Ex- 
ception on account of the Interpretation of the 
Pre poſition , becauſe it is, with, (or among) 
and in you, John xiv, 17, 20. Even the Spirit of 


Traub, which the World cannot receive, becauſe it 
feeth him not, neither knoweth him; but ye know 
bim, for he dwelieth with you, and ſball be in you. 


Your Author, to evade the Force that this 
Text would have for the Proof of the Doctrine 
of CuxIsT within, is obliged to turn profound 
Allegoriſt, which your Lordſhip muſt fee in peru- 


ſing his Reaſoning upon this Place. 


J ſay he docs not attempt an Interpretation 


of the ſame kind with the other, but makes 


a Diſtinction between the Caſe of rhe Apoſtles, 
and other Good on in ſucceeding times; 
That the Spirit of God, (ſays he) the ſame with the 
Spirit of CHK 1s T was in the Apoſtles, in a certain 
Meaſure of his muraculous Gifts, and inſpired them 
occaſionally; that the Holy Spirit is in other good 


Chriſtians by his ordinary Illumination aud A- 


ance in a lower degree, 


The Difference he ſeems to make in the Caſe 
of the Apoſtles and other Good Chriftians is only 
the different Degrees of Illumination or Inſpira- 
tion, and not any Difference in kind; and if this 


be his Meaning, which his Words ſeem to T 
| Is Py, 
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ply, I know not who he is fighting againſt, for I 
will venture to affirm, that the Yuakers never 
equalled the Inſpiration they contend for, to that 
which attended the Apoſtles, but that it was the 


| fame kind of immediate Inſpiration, differing 


in degree. 


The Words Ordinary and Extraordinary is a 
Diſtinction that the Scriptures no where makes; 
it muſt only be conſidered as a Diſtinction of your 
Author's to ſerve his Purpoſc, though I confeſs 
I cannot fee how it will anſwer his End, becauſe 


by the Word Extraordinary, I underitand by it 


no more in this Caſe than tome more than com- 
mon (or ordinary) Influences or Inſpiration of the 


Holy Spirit ot the fam? kind. 


What I contend for is, that the Holy Spirit, 
or Spirit of God, or Spirit of CHRIS, which is 


the ſame, © operates in and upon Mens Minds, 
„ illuminating their Underſtandings, and gives 
% Perception and Knowledge of Divine Mat- 


« ters.” 


But, ſays your Author, This Scripture Acconnt 
(that is his own Account) of the Operations of the 


Spirit, is entirely different from the Quaker=-Notions } 


of CurIsT within, or the Spirit within, as ap- 


pears from G. Fox himſelf, who ſays, that the very 
CnrrsrT of God is within them, and ſometimes Ve 


= adds, as conſiſting of Fleſh, Blood and Bones. 


| Your Author is very full of his Compliments 
to himſelf, to call his own Account, the Scrip- 


ture Account, and thinks that the Words, (that 


is) like his Brother Mr. Patrick Smith, whoſe 


Pertormance he fo mightily commends, muſt be 


of ſo much Authority, as to mect with univerſal 
585 Accep- 


Aen. 


2 


CuRIs 7, by his Spirit, which is He ſame with 
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Acceptance, when, as in this Caſe, nothing can 
be more foreign to the Scripture- Account of the 


Operations of CuxIisT within, than what your 


Author has laid down, as will appcar by the 
Commentators I ſhall produce. 


But, in order to render the Yyakers as odious 
and as contemptible as he could, he has aſſerted 
that of G. Fox, which in regard to the Juſtice due 
to a deceaſed Author, I challenge him to prove, 
he has not indeed named any Book or Page, and 
therefore perhaps he will have Recourſe to a Ci- 


tation of ſome or one of their Adverſary; but 


the thing is ſo groſs and abſurd, that no Man of 
ten Grains of Senſe can believe, namely, that G. 


Fox ſhould ſay, that the CurrsT of God was 
within them, conſiſting of Fleſh, Blood and Bones. 


And this he likewiſe infinuates upon the Let- 
ter-Writer in a Parentheſis, which is likewiſe main= 
tained (lays he) by the Letter-Writer ; and to prove 
this he argucs, it is alſolutely falſe ! fiuce the true 
Notion of CRRIS T, properly fo called, is that of 
God and Man, united in one Perſon, though the 


Quakers au, ſpeak of them in a ſeparate manner. 


And as CnurisrT is God-Man, it is evident he can- 
not at once be preſent in Heaven, aud in Multitudes 
of Believers on Earth. | 


My Lord, ſo much Ignorance and Partiality 


| ſhould not accompany a Vindicator of your 
\ Lordſhip; in the firſt Place in regard to Fox, 1 


have already challenged him to a Proof, and in 


the next he abuſes the Letter- Writer, tor I never 


did aſſert, or think, nor do I believe any Quake. 
in Englaud ever did, that Curisrt as yan was 
in Men, as your Author vainly fuggeſtz, but that 


the 
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the Spirit of God, is in Men, influencing and in- 


ſpiring them to the good Purpoſes of Religion 
and Salvation. 


My Words are theſe, They mean only 
« the Divine Grace, Light or Spirit of CHRIST, 
« which illuminates the Underftanding, and 
« gives Perception and Knowledge of Di- 
vine Matters; and this they plead operates 
upon Mens Minds; and as they yield Obedi- 
« ence to it, they arc by it conformed to the 
Image of God.” And again, It is the in- 


* ward Appearance of CHRIS x in the Soul, and 


an internal Maniteſtation of his Spirit.“ 


And this he fades comes ſo near to the Doctrine 


of the Scriptures, that he will not allow it to be 
Genuine Ynakeriſm, but calls it an artful Miſre- 
preſentation of the true Quaker-DoFrine. Whether 
he will allow it or not to be Genuine Yuakeriſm, 
it is genuine Chriſtianity, which their — 
thew the — hold. 


| He recurs again for the Proof of this to the 
Teſtimonies he had before produced, which ar: 
objected to, Letter, pag. 18, 19. 


What a Man is this your Lordſhip has got for 
an Advocate! that ſhall fo dogmatically aſſert 


Right or Wrong, Truth or Falſhood, juſt as it 
ſerves for or 2 his Purpoſe ot * 


your Lordſhip! 


Whereas if the Writings of the Naters were 


as they ought to be, deciſive in this Matter, they 


do not mean any thing elſe than what I have laid 
down, which I have collected from many or moſt 
of their Writings of any Note. 


He 
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\ cannot be obtained but by the Uſe of thoſe Means 3 
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He proceeds: If the Quakers have all along 
meant nothing elſe but tbe Divine Grace or crdinary 
Afiftance by all their myſtycal and lofty Expreſſions 
avout the Spirit bin them, they would have been 
aiftingmfhed by nothing but mere ſound of Words from 
the ſounder Part of the Chriſtian Church. I can, my 


Lord, find out no other Meaning by their Wri- 


tings than what J have before mentioned, which 
your Author ſeems to like pretty well, if it was 
but Genuine Qiukeriſin, which he can't believe; 
I muſt however obſerve, that he has hauled in 
his darling Word (Ordinary) to be explanatory of 


the Doctrine I have laid down, which I conceive 


to be the Yyakers ; but I think before we receive 
that Term in this Caſe, your Author thould 
more explicitly ict iorth what he means by it; 
tor as I have already obſerved, I don't appre- 
hend it to be a gez:114/9 Chriſtian Scripture-Word 
but what I, and as | apprehend the Quakers mean, 
by the Light, or Spirit of Carisrr, Sc. is an 
immediate Reyclation of it in the Mind of Man. 
And here * Mr. Barclay and my ſelf fo far agree, 
that we make a great Difference between the or- 
dinary Grace or Giit of the Spirit, conſidered in 
your Author's Senſe of it, which is mcdiately by 
theScripturcs, or other outward Means, and that it 


whereas Mr. Barclay and my felt, and I believe 


all the Yakers in the World, conſider it as im- 
mediately reycaled, which your Author's admi- 


red Mr. Keith wrote q a Book to deſend with fo 
much Truth, Reaſon and Scripture, that neither 
himſelf, nor any body tor him, could ever anſwer; 


See Vind. pag. 183, 


+ Fatuled, Immediate Revelation not ceaſed. 


0 : But, 
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But, I conſider, I have ſaid more on this Point 


than I intended; my Deſign was to inſert the 


Opinion of the s&iful Commentators againſt the 
Paraphraſe of your Advocate, which I thall now 

beg — to do, and then lcave it to your Lord- 
ſhip. 


Pool on John xiv. 17. He here explaineth 
« himſelf, and tells them, that by that other 


4 Comforter mentioned, he meant the Spirit, 


« whom he calls the Spirit of Truth — it is he 
« who hath revealed all the Truth contained in 


« the Holy Scriptures, to the World. Holy 
« Men wrote as they were inſpired by him; it 
cc js he that more particularly and ipecially re- 


« yealeth Truth to the particular Soul ; hence 
« Perfons enlightened are ſaid to be made Parta- 


« kers of the Holy Ghoſt-— he being not to be 


©« known by Men, whoſe Hearts arc carnal and 


« full of Luſts, but ye know him belicvingly, ex- 
4 perimentally, affectionately, ſavingly, for he 


« dwelleth in you by a myſtical Union, and he 


% ſhalt abide with you by his dwclling in you, 


4 and Influences upon you.“ 


Clark on Jon xiv. 17. and 16 vorſe, 4 e awell 
&« in your Hearts (and not depart as I do) 


« — who reveals all needful Truths to you, and 


« eſtabliſhes you iu it — as a Comtorter — with 


„e their bodily Eycs (and therefore they value 


* him not, being led wholly by Senſe) neither 
« will they take notice of thoſe ſenſible Diſ- 
„ coveries of him in thoſe cxtraordinary Gifts, 


« and miraculous Works which arc wrought by 


« his Power, vz. as a Sanctifier, have felt his 
* powerful Work in your Hearts, and are Parta- 
* kers of his Gifts and Graces, is continually pre- 
«« ſent to teach, comtort, ſtrengthen you. 

88 | Burkit 
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Burkit on Fobn xiv. 17. © CnxrsT comfort- 


eth his Diſciples with a Promiſe of the Miſſion 


“of the Holy Spirit, to ſupply the Want of his 
© bodily Preſence —— as long as CHRIS r is in 
* Heaven, a Chriſtian ſhall not want a Supply of 
«© Comfort and Conſolation here on Earth. Tis 
an Expreſſion of great Aſſurance: Obſerve 


[the Bleſſing it ſelt, the Holy Ghoſt, called 


“ here another Comforter, where Note, 1. The 
„Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, He that will ſup- 
<« ply the Comforts of CR RIS T's Preſence, muſt 
„ be as CHRIST is, the God of all Comfort. 
Note 2. The Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt he is a 


divine Perſon, not a Divine Quality or Opera- 


tion, then we might call him a Comlort, but not 
a Comftorter. — The Stability of this Bleſſing, 
« that he may abide with you for ever, the Holy 


4 Spirit will be the Comforter of good Men in 


the Day of Affliction, in the Day of Tempta- 
« tion, and in the Hour of Death. hs 


Io theſe I ſhall add what theſe Commentators 
further fay in ſupport of the Doctrine of CarisT 
within, upon 7obn xvii. 23. 


Clark on the Place, CHRIST dwells in the 
Saints immediately in his own Perſon (tho' not 
“ perſonally) — whereby he becomes their Huſ- 
ay — and communicates all good things to 
them; and by means of this Union the other 
« two Perſons dwell in them too in their Perſons, 
« alfo the Father in our Apprehenſion of Love, 
« both of his Love to us and ours, to him and 
the Holy Ghoſt, working Love to God, and 
« Faith in Cxz1sT in us; and thus all the 'Three 


„ Pcrfons dwell in the Saints. 


O 2 | Burkis 
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Burbi on the Place, « That as the Father is 


in CuRIST, ſo is CR RIS in Believers, and 
they in him; the Father is in C RTS r in re- 
ſpect of his Divine Nature, HEllence and At- 
tributes; and Curlew is in Believers, by the 
Inhabitatiou of his Holy Spun. 


Pool on the ſame Place, « Tin them, not only 
as my Divine Nature 15 united t to r Flem, 
but as I have made them Partac ers of: my Spi- 
rit, and of the Divine Nature; ana upon the 


hows part of the 20th Verſc, « 1 thy Love 
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wherewith thou haſt loved me 2, may be turther 
communicated to them, and derived to them, 


and abide in them, and upon them lor ever — 
The Words are but a Repetition of what our 


Lord hath otten ſaid and illuſtrated, Chap. xv. 9g, 
by the Parallcl ot the Vine and che Branches, 


and teach us this Leſſon, that C RSH muſt 


be in thoſe Souls who can pretend to any Share 
in that Love of God whercwith he hath loved 
CurxrsT, 2 Cor. xiii. 5. Know ye not your 


* owa ſelves that Jrsvs CHRIST is in you, * 


cept ye be Reprovates. 


Ciark on the ſame Place, © will continue the 


Manifeſtation of it to them in a ſavi ing way to 
the End ot the World, upon them, or 1 -ards 
them and a Scenic thereof 3 into their 
Hearts, and that I may ever dwcll in them by 
my Grace and Holy Spirit. 


This Doctrine of CAHRTS 7 within, is not the 


Doctrine of the 2:4%ers only, but maintained by 
many eminent Perſons in all Ages tince Chriſtia- 
nity; a Number of which I could produce, bur 
as chere being not much Occation, I ſhall only in- 


ſert 
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ſert one or two Paſſages from Dr. More, and one 
more Author, 


Dr. More's Diſcourſes, pag. 439. © For verily, 
beloved, trom our very Youth up, we have 
laid dead the Son of God, the Suggeſtions of 
the holy Life in our Conſciences, but yet it 
plcaſeth God to raiſe his Son in us, and reco- 
ver him to life.“ Pag. 447, „O! Behold the 
« mighty Power and Dominion of the Spirit of 
God in a Man! Not only our Will and Under- 
& ſtanding is twayed, ruled, and enlivened by it, 

bur it deſcends even to the enquickening our 
“ Bodics too. 
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Hookei”'s Eccleſ. Politie, pag. 504. having ſpo- 
ken largely ot the Perſon and Offices of Curx1sr, 
he deſcribes how he dwells in true Believers, 
thus: Participation is that mutual inward hold 
« Cur1sT hath of us, and we of him, in ſuch 
„ fort, that cach pofſeſſeth other by way of ſpe- 

clal Intereſt, Property, and inherent Copula- 

© tion. 1 


Pag. 306.“ The Sons of God have God's own 
natural Son as a ſecond Adam trom Heaven, 

whoſe Race and Progeny they are by a ſpiri- 
« tual and heavenly Birth.” Pag. 308.“ But molt 
« affurcd we arc, that we all receive of his Full- 
« neſs, becauſe he is in us, as a moving and 
« working Cauſc, from which many blciied Ef- 
facts arc really tound to enſue, and that in ſun- 
dry, both Kinds and Degrees, all tending to 
eternal Happineſs.” | 


cc 


I ſhall now leave this, and proceed to Vindica- 
tion, pag. 192, where your Author joius me with 
the Author of The Cloud of Witneſſes, and com- 

. plains 
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plains of my weakly defending James Naylor - 


But how weak an Apology is this (lays your Au- 


thor) of each of the Defenders of James Naylor, 


will appear by the Conſideration of what he acknow= . 


ledgeũ in his Tryal, as compared with the Sentence 
paſ5'd upon him. 


Certainly, my Lord, this Advocate of your 
Lordſhip's is ſome weak-ſighted old Gentleman, 
or, from what I have ſaid concerning James Nay- 
lor, he would never have. charged me with de- 


fending him, for by what he has quoted from my 
Letter, I have not ſaid one word in defence of 
him; my Deſign was to clear the Quakers from 


any Imputation of his Guilt; I have rather blam'd 


and condemned him, than apologized for him; 


and that your Lordſhip may judge of it, I will 


tranſcribe the Paſſage relating to him, and then 
leave you and the Reader to acquit me from the 
Charge, or cenſure me as you pleaſe. 


&« I need not trouble you upon your Obſer- 


vation of that Enthutiaſt Naylor, becauſe I per- 


« ſwade myſelt, trom your Lordſhip's Charity, 
« you did not intend, by producing him, to make 
« the Society of Quakers accountable for his ex- 
« travagant and enthuſiaſtic Actions, except they 
made themſelves Partics, by owning and in- 
« dulging them, which I cannot find they ever 


did z but on the contrary, ſhewed ſuch Diſlike 
« and Deteſtation as were neceſſary to ſuch his 
extraordinary Pretentions, which was a ſuffi- 


“ cient Bar againſt any Imputation on them: 
& And this your Author calls an Apology for 
James Naylor.” 


* 
** 


* Lezter, pag. 2. 


1 did 
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| Excellency of its Doctrines and Precepts, they 
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I did intend, my Lord, to have begged a few 
Pages to make ſome Obſarvations in relation to 
Mr. Ar/cot, but this Letter having run to a grea- 


ter Length than I intended, and if I were to in- 


dulge it from the many Occurrences in your Vin- 
dication, it might extend to as much more, and 


therefore I muſt wave it at this time, not doubt- 
ing, that as Mr. Arſcot has diſcovered himſelf to 


be a Gentleman of ſtrong Reaſoning in his two 
Performances againſt the Deiſts, and ſeems to be 
Maſter of the Matter your Advocate diſputes, 


but that he will attempt to give your gw { 


and the World Satisfaction; for that, I confeſs, 


is more with me, than anſwering your Vindicator, 


who ſeems to be ſo partial, that I deſpair of any 
Succeſs with him: I will, however, obſcrve in 


Favour of Mr. Arſcot, that I apprehend your 
Author is miſtaken in making what Mr. Arſcot 


calls the 3 Evidence of the Chriſtian Re- 
the explicit Evidence of the outward 


15 05 | 
Facts relating to CHRIST, and the particular 


hiſtorical Account of him: This, I conceive, 
Mr. A:/cot doth not aſſert, but he appeals to an 


inward Evidence for a Proof of the Doctrincs, 
which the Chriſtian Religion teaches, and the 


Precepts it lays down, as being moſt reafonable 


and adequate to the State and Circumftance of 


Mankind, both in relation to God, and the Re- 
lation they ſtand in one to another; and from 
this he argues the Truth of the Chriſtian Reli- 


gion, as a more certain and infallible Proof, be- 


cauſe there are many, or moſt Perſons will allow 
the Reafonableneſs of thoſe Doctrines, and the 
Juſtneſs of thoſe Precepts, who will object to the 
external Authority, by which we maintain the 


Truth of the Chriſtian Religion. To theſe, if there 


is no Evidence, which naturally ariſes from the 


will 
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will have no Evidence of it at all. But, I con- 
ceive, there is ſo much Beauty and Harmony in 
thoſe Doctrines and Precepts, and ſo comprehen- 
five of the Good of Men, that they carry with 


them an Evidence that they owe their Origin to 
infinite Wiſdom, though there had been no Mi- 


racles performed as a Confirmation of the Di- 
vinity of the Perſon who laid them down. 

But, I find, my Lord, I muſt ſtop here z if! 
go further, I ſhall be ſo far engaged in this Mat- 


ter, that I am afraid your Patience will not per- 
mit you to attend me to the Concluſion of it. 


And therefore I come now to take notice f 


your Author's Obſervations on the Yuakers Loy- 
alty *, in which he ſeems to be much diſpleaſed, 
with what I ſaid in their Commendation, p. 6, 26, 


27, viz, © That the Ynakers are a great Society 


« now ſubſiſting in this Nation, and that your 


« Lordſhip had miſrepreſented a Society of the 


« King's loyal and orthodox Subjects.“ 
This your Author ſuppoſes I inſiuuated to raiſe 


the Indignation 1 the Quakers againſt you, which 


he calls an inviduous Reſlechion, and that he knows 


your Lordſhip's Sentiments ſo well, as that you per- 
fectly abhor the Miſrepreſent ation of any Perſon. 


Your Author need not have laboured to give 


me an equal Opinion of your Lordſhip's Good- 
nels; I cannot perſwade myſelf otherwiſe, but 
that the Foundation of your miſrepreſenting them 
ariſe from not being fully informed concerning 
this People, but too haftily, and perhaps too zea- 
louſly wrote againſt them, without examining 


* Vind. pig, 224. 
upon 
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upon what Foundation you did it, and therefore 
J thought it neceſſary to attempt to rectify your 
Lordſhip's Judgment, and to convey a better 


Opinion to you of the Quabers, whom I thought 


very juſtly deſerved to be called Loyal and Or- 


thodox Subjects; but your Author carries his 


Diſpleaſure on this Account ſo far, that he la- 


| bours heartily to prove they are not loyal, and 
that they don't deſerve that Character (with this 


Saldo, in the largeſt Senſe) and this may be an in- 


_ viduons Deſign to raiſe the Indignation of the Go- 


vernment againſt the Quakers, it they would ima- 
ginc there is any Rcaſon in what your Author 


ſays to prove it. 


The true Meaning of the Word Loyalty (he 


ſays) is Allegiance or Obedience according to Law, 


aud agreeable to the Conſtitution. Aud that it is 


evident, 1, That the Quakers are reſtrained by their 


narrow Principles from beariug Arias in detence o 
the King. 2. They refuſe to g:ve the higheſt Qu 


rance of their Fidelity to the King by taking an Oath. 
3. That in the Cafe of Tythes they cannot be proper= 


ly called Loyal, who refuſe to pay them in obedience 


to the Latos. 


Theſe are the Reaſons your Advocate offers, 
to take from the Quaters the Character of Loy- 
alty to the King : But ſurely never was there ſuch 
a Definition of Loyalty before, for take it accord- 


ing to your Author, and I queſtion whether the 


King has one loyal Subject in his whole King- 
dom; if it is a ſtrict Obedience according to Law, 


then every Perſon who in any Inſtance does not 
obey the Law, is difloyal to the King, Your 


Lordſhip knows that there are Laws made againſt 
Drunkenneſs and Swearing. Now it an honeſt 
hearty Clergyman, from = Loyalty of his Heart, 


thould 
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ſhould go to drink the King's Health, and in his 
abundant Zeal and Affection for him ſhould for- 
get himſelf and get drunk, and pop out by chance 
an Oath, this Man, according to your Author, 


is not a loyal Clergyman, becauſe he has not been 


obedient to the Laws which forbids theſe Vices 
arid anncxes Fines or Puniſhments for the 


Breach of them; and this Caſe I met with not 


long ſince from a Parſon who I always thought 
truly loyal to the King and Government; but if 


your Author's Senſe of the Word Loyalty takes 


place, I muſt be obliged to alter my Opinion of 


I éunderſtand by the Word Loyal, however, 


as to the common Acceptation of it, in which 


Senſe I uſed it with regar1 to the Quakers, that 
it is an hearty Affection tor the King, and to 
do all that is in our Power conſiſtent with Con- 
ſciencg on account of Religion, to ſupport him; 
and this I take to be the Cafe of the Qua- 
kers; they arc hcurtily ailected to the preſent 
King, and his Royal Family; and though they, 
on the Account of Conſcience, cannot bear Arms 
in his Service (the Reaton of which I ſhall not now 
enquire into) yct they cheartully pay the 'Taxcs 


which is tor the Support of the Government; and 


tz-rctore to bring this, which is a religious Scru- 
vic, as an F.,vidence of their Diſloyalty, is very 
idle and trifling ; tor in this Cafe it is to be con- 
idercil, let what King focver be upon the Throne, 
whether they are, or are not well- affected to him, 
ag their religious Principles leads them not to 
take up Arms in Deteace, ſo they lead them not 
co take up Arms againſt him. 3 


That which your Author mentions about Oaths. 
ig rather arraigning the Judgment of the _ 
3 9 | laturs 
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lature in granting that Indulgence of an Affirma- 


tion to the Mater, in which I doubt not the 
King is as fure of their Fidelity, as he is by the 


Oaths of any ot his Subjects; Inouincrable Iuſtan- 


ces there have been in former Reigus, ot Oaths be- 
Ing calily diſpens'd with; Men have broke their 
Oaths with Impunity, and if a King has no better 
Security of the Fidclicy of his Subjects than 
an Oath; whenever they ſhould take it in their 


Heads, an Oath will ſcarccly be ſtrong enough 


to hold them. But, can your Lordſhip find one 
Nater who has ever broke his Affirmation (which 
your Author conſiders only as his Word) in re- 


gard to his Fidelity to the Prince? if you can- 


not, it is time enough for your Vindicator to find 
fault, when he has any Inftances of this Nature, 


T 'ythes is the next thing your Author attempts 


to prove their Diſloyalty by, that zhey refuſe to 
PD them; this indeed may be called Diſloyalty, 


or Want of Affection to the Clergy, but I can't 
ſee how it is diſloyal to the King, except your 
Author ſhould proceed upon the Maxim lately 


advanc'd, and what your Lordſhip ſeems to ſet 


forth in the Preface to the Vindication of the Mira- 
cles of CHRIST; and if that Maxim ſhould pre- 
vail, you may then call it diſloyal, for it may be 
carried fo tar, that an Oflcnce againſt the Church 
may be an Offence againſt the State; it may be 
high Treaſon to ſpcak againſt a Piſhop and a 


Clergyman, in the ſame Senſe as it is againſt the 


King, and the not Payment of Fythes, attended 


with Fines, Goals, Pillory, and the Cart-tails: 


But God forbid that ever theſe things ſhould be; 
We arc ſecure, whilſt his preſcat excellent Mae 
jeſty exerts his Wiſiom and Goodneſs in goveru- 
ing us with moſt juſt and reaſonable Laus. 
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The Church and State ought to be ſo indepen- 


dent one of another, that for my own Part, 1 


don't fee what Bulineſs Eecleſiaſtics, who ſhould 
be wholly employed about the Aitairs of the 
Church, has to do with Mattcrs of State. | 


This, my Lord, is a Digreſſion: I am ſpeaking 


about the ens Loyalty, that they are loyal 


to the King, and his Royal Family, full ot At- 
tection, and do all in their Power, conſiſtent with 
their Conſcience, for the Support of them, and 
evidence their Fidelity in the higheſt manner 
they are capable, conſonant to the Letter of the 
Scripture, which your Author ſαν they tco ftrict- 
y interpret. | Ss 


There is but one Point that your Author can 


plead they do not yield Obedience to in all he has 


mentioned, and that is, THAT GRAND 
RIGHTEOUS LAW TO OBLIGE 
THE PAYMENT OF TYTHES. A 


Diſobedience to this Law is enough for your Au- 


thor (tor I believe him to be a Clergyman) to 


call the Qzakers Loyalty in queſtion; though 


here they do not act in Diſobedience to the Law, 
but plead Conſcience in their reſuſing to pay 


Tythes; they quietly ſuſſer the Conſequence of 


the Law, juſt as it is made uſe of by the Avarice 
or Ill-temper of their Proſecutors. = 


| The other two, which they are ſuppoſed to 
act in Diſobedience to, namely, taking up Arms 
in Defence of the King, and not complying with 
taking an Oath to evidence their Fidelity to him; 
the firſt, there 1s no Law in being, that I know 
of, to oblige the 2yakers, as ſuch, to take u 

Arms in Detence of the King; nor docs he ſtand 
in need of then; and therefore, I beſeech your 


Lordſhip, 
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Lordſhip, to let them have the Character of 
Loyalty, till that time that the K ing wants them 


to take up Arms in his Defence, and if then they 


retuſe, your Lordſhip may give them what Cha- 
racter you pleaſe. | 


I ſuppoſe your Lordſhip, or any other good 
Biſhop, would not be forward to take up Arms 
in Defence of the King, becaule, as you are the 
Deſcendants of the Apoſtles and Fathers in God, 
you are to be Men of Peace, no Fighters, no 
Strikers, no Bawlers, not given to much M ine; 
and under this Situation it ſeems not to be expe- 
dient or proper for you to take up carnal Arms 
in the Detence of any. How would it look to 
fee a Biſhop in his Gown, Lawn Sleeves, and a 
Mitre upon his Head, mounted on a ſtately Beaft, 
with his Sword, and other warlike Accoutre- 


ments, going to kill and murder Men for the 
Sake of his Prince, or to keep himſelf in his 


Biſhoprick : "Theſe cannot be the Servants of 
CHRIST, nor of his Kingdom, “ My King- 
“dom, ſays the pcacealle aud Uleſſed JIEsus, is 


„ not of this World, if it were, then would my 


« Servants fight.“ And though it cannot be ex- 

ected but a Biſhop mutt be tied down by the 
Meckneſs and Peaccableneſs which ſhould accom- 
pany that Office, that he cannot take up Arms 


in Defence of the King, yet it he truly loves him, 


and docs what is properly within his Sphere, tor 


the Su port of him, he may juſtly he called a 
loyal Biſhop, though not a loyal fighting one; 


and ſo the Ynakers are loyal Puake:s, though not 
loyal fighting ones, which I ſuppoſe, in the /z7- 


geſt Seyſe, your Author underitands the Word 


Loyalty in. 
The Caſc of the Ynakers, with regard to Oaths, 
is determined by the Legiſlature, that has ous 
11 
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fit to exempt them from it, and accept a ſolemn 
Affirmation in ſtead thereof, under the fame Pe- 
naltics for the Breach of it, as arc annexed to the 
Breach of an Oath. 


And by this they ſhow it to be a Matter of 
Conſcience, becauſe by this Indulgence they are 
cut off from the Priviledges and Immunities in 
common with their Fellow-Subjects, as to Places 


of Profit and Truft in the Government; and I 
will venture to affirm, there has appeared more 


Diſloyalty amongſt ſome Gentlemen who have 


ſwore heartily to the King, than the Yuakers, 


who have only given their Affirmation. 


My Lord, I mutt acknowledge, I have preſu- 
med on your Lordſhip's Goodneſs in writing you 
ſo long a Letter, but I could not well avoid ir, 


from the Largeneſs of your Author's Vindication, 


and the Multitude of Occurrences therein, which 


naturally called tor my Notice, as an Advocate 


for the ualers, which I have been forced to 


abridge, in conſideration ot the Regard I have 
to your Lordſhip's Patience. Your Advocate 
has inſinuated, in Page 175, in order, I ſuppoſe, 


to prejudice your Lordſhip and the Publick a- 
gainſt me, as if I was playing Deiſm againſt Chri- 
Ftianity under a Musk of an Advocate for the 
9 uakers, and that time would, perhaps, diſcover 
me to be a Deift. This, I beg leave to aſſure 
your Lordſhip, is entirely groundleſs ; I am, fo far 
as I know myſelf, a firm Adherent to the Cauſe of 
Chriſtianity; But you may eaſily perccive I am 
a Friend to the 2 :4kers, by taking fo much 
\ Pains in ſearching their Books to defend them, 
for no other Reward, than the Sake of doing 
Juſtice to their Reputation, which I conceived 


was injured by your Lordſhip, and more fo by 


your 
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Four Vindicator. I conceive them to be an in- 
nocent People, whoſe Principles lead them to be 
beneficent to Mankind, to be good Men, and 
good Subjects to the Prince; who though upon 
the Account of their Scruple of Conſcience he 
cannot except they will take up Arms in defence 
of him, yet he may reſt ſecure they will not take 
up Arms againſt him. The too general Neglect of 

enquiring into their Principles has kept Mankind 
too ignorant of them, and by that means have lain 
under the Prejudices of Education concernin 


them, by which they have been treated wit 


88 from one Poſterity to another; and 
this has been maintained and carried on by Men 
whoſe Intereſt it is to keep them under Contempt 


and their real Principles unknown to the World; 
to this End they have been miſrepreſented, abu- 


ſed with falſe Quotations, with Citations of their 
Adverſaries, as real Quotations, which were not 


to be found in any of their Writings, and have 
dreſſed them in a moſt trighttul Dreſs, and then 


expoſed them to the Rage and Folly, the Con- 
tempt and Ill. peture of the miſguided and inju- 


dicious Multitude. 


A RNetradation of the ſuppoſed Errrs of 


their Predeceſſors, which your Author infita on, 


would, no doubt, be very reaſonable, and ougit 
to be expected from them, provided they dꝗ 
believe, or were convinced of the Diſagreemem 
between them and their former Friends; but to 
demand a Retractation when they are firmly per- 


ſwaded their ancient Friends were as chriſtian as 


themſelves, or any other orthodox Se, as it would 


be an unreaſonable thing to be required of them, 
ſo it would be unjuſt in them to grant they under- 


ſtand their Teſtimonies to be ſound, and con- 
ſiſtent with the Notions of Chriſtianity, though 


not intend; they were moſtly Men of no 
ture, ſimple, honeſt, downright Men, n fe Aim 
vas to inculcate an internal Religion, they heed- 
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not worded in that exact and cautious manner, to 


guard againſt a captious and critical Adverſary, 
who may have taken all the Advantages imagina- 
ble, to put the very worſt Conſtructions on their 


— 


Writings, and make them ſpeak what they g's 
Lifera- 


ed not the Mode ot Expreſſion, fo they could 


but raiſe the Affection of Mankind to Acts of 
Piety and ſtrict Devotion; and I may venture to 


ſay, (that tho” an Affirmation is diſpenſed withal 
in the /izg/e Caſe of the Yuakers at this time, and 


that a Man may break his Word that will not his 
| Oath) that the Fewneſs of Inftances of their A- 


buſe of this Indulgence is a ſtrong Argument of 
the Regard they have to the Ties of Conſcience; 
they are peaceable Subjects, good Neighbours, 
and Men diſpos'd to general Benevolence; no 
Plotters, no Conſpirators againſt the King; none 


was ever hanged, pillored, fin:d, or ſuffered any 


other way, that I can find, as Criminals for Diſ- 


. * 


thankfuly enjoy the Liberty gran 


affection to the en y and 


ted them by 


dur mill Adminiftration, which, (perhaps toge- 
ther 


h their refuſing, on the Account of Con 


— to pay Tythes, is the Foundation way” 
ſoe Gentlemen do what they can to deſtroy their 


T am, my LoR p, 
Your LoxvsRIP'sõ 
| Moſt humble Servant, 
1 
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